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Also, a bill (H. R. 13736) for the relief of the heirs at law 
of James E. Wilson, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 13737) for the relief of the legal repre
sentatives of the estate of A. L .. P. Green; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 13738) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in case of Baxter Smith, administrator 
of estate of Hugh C. Jackson, deceased; to the Com.lnittee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 13739) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Clarksville, Tenn. ; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 13740) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in case of J. Minnick Williams, admin
istrator; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ily 1\Ir. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 13741) grunting an increase of 
pension to Peter Stuck; to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13742) granting an increase of pension to 
hlordica Lincoln; to the Committee on Inrn1id Pensions. 

Ily Mr. D~~UGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 13743) granting a pen· 
sion to Alrnh H . .Mitchell; to the Committee on- Pensions. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 13744) gTanting a pension 
to Mary Colby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13745) granting a pension to Ann Living
ston ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13746) granting a pension to :Margaret 
:Maynard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13747) granting a pension to John Zanger; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 13743) granting a pension to Frederick 
Leidenberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13749) granting a pension to William J. 
Allmand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13750) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel J. Falvey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 13751) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Roos; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 13752) granting an increase 
of pension to James l\I. Cartel; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 13753) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Patton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13754) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant P. Jordan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13755) granting an increase of pension to 
John Travis, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13756) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Luntsford; to the Committee on foyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13757) granting an increase of pension to 
Arnold Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 13758) granting an in
crease of pension to Gilbert L. King; to the Committ~e on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 13759) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Needham Bullard, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 13760) grant
ing an increase of pension to Henry Campbell; to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 13761) granting a pension 
to Henry Petring; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ily .Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 13762) granting an increase 
of pension to John R. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Ily Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 13763) granting an increase of 
pension to William Y. KelJy; to the Committee on Im·alid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R.13764) granting an increase 
of pen ion to Adelbert B. Crampton; to the Committee on In· 
, ·al id Pensions. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 13765) granting an in
crense of pension to Julia T. Caulkins; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 13766) grant
ing an increase of pension to John 0. Ockerson; to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 13767) granting an increase 
of vension to Naaman R. Aller; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\fr. STONE: A. bill (H. R. 13768) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Shay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13769) grant
ing an increase of pension to James Johnson; to the Committee 
on In valid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPE.1-U{ER: Petitions of numerous residents of Chi· 
cago, Ill., asking for an investigation of the administration ot 
the immigration office at Ellis Island; to the Committee on Im
migration and Naturalization. 

By l\Ir. BURKE of Wisconsin: Papers to at"compnny bills 
granting increases of pension to John Ross, Robert Schumann, 
and Joseph Spehn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: Papers to accompany House bills 11893, 
11894, and 13372; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. FOCHT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief ot 
Caleb C. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ily Mr. HAMILTON of Michiuan: Petition of John l\f. Mott, 
favoring the abolishment of duties on imports; to the Commit· 
tee on Wnys and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolutions of Lincoln Post, No. 1, Depart
ment of California and Nevada, protesting against the erection 
of a Confederate naval monument in the Vicksburg National 
Military Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\fr. LAFFERTY: Memorial of Gov. Oswald West and 
several thousand citizens of Oregon, asking that a law be en
acted establishing an Alaska coal mining commi sion for the 
purpose of mining the public coal lands in Alaska, etc. ; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. · 

By l\Ir. RAKER: Papers in support of House bills 7573 and 
· 7574; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 17, 1911. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings when, on request of l\Ir. BROWN and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with, and the Jour
nal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE • 

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 943) for the improvement of navigation on the Black War· 
rior Rher, in the State of Alabama, with an amendment, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED ·BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were there
upon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 306. An act to confirm the name of Commodore Barney 
Circle for the circle located at the eastern end of Pennsylvania 
Avenue SE., in the District of Columbia; 

S.1785. An act to amend section 647, chapter 18, Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia, relating to annual statements of 
insurance companies ; 

S. 2055. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a new public building at Bangor, l\Ie. ; also for the 
sale of the site and ruins of the former post-office building; 

S. 3052. An act granting leave of absence to certain home
steaders; 

H. R. 4682. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
Hiver at or near Glenbayes Station, in Wayne County, W. Va.; 

H. R. 8146. An act to construct a bridge across Rock River 
at or near Colona Ferry, in the State of Illinois; and 

H. R.11723. An act permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the St. Croix River between Burnett County, 
Wis., and Pine County, Minn. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Baptist 
Vineyard Association of l\Iassachusetts, praying for the ratifi· 
cation of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a memorial of 331 employees of the 
firm of Rambo & Regar (Inc.), of Norristown, Pa., remonstrat
ing against a reduction in the duty on hosiery, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KERN presented a petition of the congregation of the 
High Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Muncie, Ind., and 
a petition of the congregation of the Mennonite Church, of 
Ilerne, Ind., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties 
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of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Colorado Springs, Colo., praying for the ratifi
cation of the treaties of arbitration between the United States 
and Great Britain and France, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 
l\Ir. BROWN. From the Committee on Military Affairs I 

report back favorably the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 146) 
for appointment of a member of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, and, there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It appoints Gen. P. H. Barry, of Nebrai?ka, 
as a member of the Board of Managers of the National Home 
for 'Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the United States, to suc
ceed Capt. Henry E. Palmer, deceased, whose term of office 
would expire April 21, 1916. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GETTYSBURG, PA. 

1\lr. HEYBURN. From the Committee on Public Buildings 
nnd Grounds I report back favorably the bill (H. R: 13277) to 
increase the limit of cost of the public building authorized to 
be constructed at Gettysburg, Pa. I call the attention of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLIVEB] to the bill. 

l\Ir. OLIVER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid
eration. It proposes to increase from $100,000 to $117,000 the 
limit of cost fixed by the act of Congress apnroved June 25, 
1910, for the erection and completion of a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
and approaches, complete, for the use and accommodation of 
the United States post office and other governmental offices at 
Gettysburg, Pa. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETIT JEAN RIVER, ARK. 

Mr. l\fARTIN of Virginia. From the Committee on Com
merce I report back favorably without amendment the bill 
(S. 3253) to authorize the counties of Yell and Conway to 
construct a bridge across the Petit Jean River. 

l\fr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

'The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid
eration. It authorizes the counties of Yell and Conway, bodies 
corporate under the laws of the State of Arkansas, their suc
cessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a steel 
drawbridge and approaches thereto across the Petit Jean River, 
a navigable stream, at or near Pontoon, Ark., along the Yell and 
Conway County lines, in the State of Arkansas, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the 
construction of bridges over navigable 5treams," approved March 
23, 1906. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 
A bill was introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
By l\Ir. BANKHEAD : 
·A bill ( S. 3261) to provide for designating and addressing 

staff officers of the Navy in the same manner that staff officers 
of the .A.I·my are designated and addressed; to the Committee 
on .... '"a val Affairs. 

PRINTING OF 'VETO MESSAGE-NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA.. . 

Mr. SMOOT. Yesterday, on my request, the special message 
of the President of the United States, returning without ap
proval the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) to admit the Terri
tories of New Mexico and Arizona as States into the Union ou 
an equal footing with the original States, was ordered to be 
printed as a public document, but I notice, on an examination, 
that last er-ening the House of Representatives had already or-
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dered it printed as a public document. Therefore I ask that the 
order made by the Senate be annulled. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the order made 
yesterday for printing the President's message will be annulle~ 
No objection is heard. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have received a telegram from 
the senior Senator from Maryland [l\Ir. RAYNER] stating that 
he is sick and requesting the Senate to grant him a leave of 
absence for the remainder of the session on account of sickness. 
I therefore present the request in his behalf. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of 
the Senator from Maryland will be complied with. No objection 
is heard. 

THE OOTTON SCHEDULE. 
Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid· 

eration of House bill 12812-the unfinished business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 

of the Whole, resumed consideration of the bill (H. R. 12812) 
to reduce the duties on manufactures of cotton. 

The VICE PRESIDE1'TT. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS]. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 
pending amendment. I expect to divide it and offer it when the 
bill reaches the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No action has been taken that 
requires unanimous consent. The Senator from Iowa with· 
draws his amendment. The bill is in Committee of the Whole 
and still open to amendment. 

.Mr. OVERMAN. If we are going to vote on amendments, I 
think there ought to be a quorum present, and" I suggest the 
want of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Bacon Cullom Lorimer 
Bailey Cummins Martin, Va. 
Bankhead Curtis Martine, N. J. 
Borah Dillingham Myers 
Bourne Dixon Nixon 
Brandegee Fletcher Oliver 
Briggs Foster Overman 
Brown Gamble Page 
Burton Guggenheim Penrose 
Chilton Heyburn Per kine 
Clapp J obnston, Ala. Pomerene 
Clarke, Ark. Jones Reed 
Crawford Kern Root . 
Culberson La Follette Simmons 

Smith, S. C. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Swanson 
Taylor 
Thornton 
Townsend 
Warren 
Watson 
Wetmore 
Works 

l\fr. FLE1.'CHER. I wish to announce that my colleague [Ur. 
BRYAN] is necessarily absent on account of the death of his 
father.· I make this announcement for the day: 

l\fr. JONES. l\fy colleague [Mr. PorNDEXTER] is absent from 
the city, and therefore can not be present. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I rise to make the announcement that my 
colleague [Mr. KENYON] is necessarily absent from the city. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to state that the senior Senator 
from Michigan [l\fr. SMITH] is in attendance on a session of 
the Committee on Territories at this time, and is therefore un
avoidably absent. 

Mr. CLAPP. · I desire to state that the junior Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. GRoNNA] is unavoidably absent from the 
city. I will let this announcement stand for the several calls 
that may be made during the day. 

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to announce that my colleague fl\fr. 
SUTHERLAND] is out of the city. He is paired with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [l\fr. RAYNER]. I will let the announce
ment stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-three Senators have answered 
to the ro11 call. A quorum of the Senate is present. The bill is 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment 

l\Ir. BACON. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the bill, 
and I desire to say a word before the amendment is read. I 
wish to prevent any possible misconstruction, and I now make 
the statement that I do not claim the credit of being the author 
of what is contained in the amendment. It is true that it is 
my property, as it was thrown overboard by the author of it; 
and, under the law of jetsam and flotsam, I believe, as I am the 
finder of it, I am the owner of it. 

When the Senator from Iowa asked the leave of the Senate 
to withdraw his amendment I was about to object, when the 
Chair ruled that no consent was needed. Therefore the ·senator 
was at liberty to withdraw it, and he did withdraw it. 

I 
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1\fr. President, the Senator from Iowa has pressed the amend
ment with so much earnestness and has explained it as a proper 
and necessary measure with so much precision and elaborate 
care that I Imm been greatly impressed with the importance of 
it, and, I am unwilling that it should be thrown away. While 
it does not entirely meet with my approval, and is much higher 
in the rates than I think it ought to be, still it is very much 
better than the present law; and while, if I were drawing an 
amendment and had the votes behind me to -carry it according 
to my wishes, I would make the rates much iower, I have 
accepted what was formerly the proposition of the Senator 
from Iowa, and now offer it as my own. I sball at tbe proper 
time ask for a vote on it as an amendment to the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary wm read the amend
ment proposed by the Senator :from Georgia. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add a new section to the 
bill, as follows: 

SEC. -. The Act approved August '5, 1909, entitled "An act to _pro
vide rev-enue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the 
United States, and for other purposes," is hereby amended by striking 
out paragraph 121 of Schedule C thereof and inserting the following : 

" 121. Beams, girders, joists, angles, car-truck channels, T. T. col
umns and posts, or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and 
bulb beams and building forms, together with all other structural 
shapes of iron or steel, whether plain, punched, or fitted for use, or 

hether assembled and manufactured, ·one-quarter of 1t cent per pQund." 
The said Schedule C in the act aforesaid, being paragraphs 117 to 

1!)9, both inclusive, is hereby further amended as follows, to wit : 
" From and after the pas age of this act there shall be levied, col

lected, and paid upon the articles mentioned in paragraphs 117 to 151, 
inclusive, 159 to 163, inclusive, and 171 of said Schedule C, when im
ported from any foreign country into the United States, or into any of 
"Its po sessions (except the Philippine Islands and the islands of Guam 
and Tutuila), 60 per cent only of the rates of duty which are in and 
by said para.graphs of said schedule prescribed; but the foregoing shall 
not apply to pavagraph 121, which is herelnbefore repealed and a sub
stitute reenacted therefor." 

That from and after the passage of this act there shall be levied, 
collected, and paid upon the articles mentioned in paragraphs 152 to 
158, inclu!tlve, 164 to 170, inclusive, 172 to 199, inclusive, of said 
Schedule C, when imported from any foreign country into the United 
States or into anv of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands 
.and the islands of Guam and Tutuila), 70 per cent only of the rates 
of duty which are in and by said paragraphs of said schedule pre
scribed : Pro.,;ided, however, That if any article embraced in said 
schedule shall by an act of Congress passed by the Sixty-second Con
gress, second session, be placed on the free list, this act shall not apply 
thereto. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

1\lr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I need hardly say that I am 
heartily in favor of the proposition contained in this amend
ment, as I myself drew it. I withdrew the amendment, as I 
stated, intending to divide it, and to offer it to the bill when 
the bill reached the Senate. I withdrew it in order to enable 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. L.A FOLLETTE] to offer, first, 
his amendment by way of substitute for the cotton bill passed 
by the other House. I think all Senators understand that I did 
not withdraw the amendment because I had lost faitl;l in its 
merits. I expect and hope to see it adopted before the bill 
passes from the Senate. · 

I wanted simply to make this explanation as to my reason 
for withdrawing it, which was solely to divide it first into two 
,parts. It would be diYisible anyway on the request of any 
Senator-first, that part which covers what is ordinarily known 
as tonnage iron and steel, upon which I seek to reduce the 
duties 40 per cent; then upon the remaining paragraphs of the 
metal schedule, which relate to other metals and to the finer 
forms of manufactured iron and steel, upon which I seek to 
reduce the duty 30 per cent. 

~Ir. BACO ..... J. ~Ir. President, the Senator from Iowa did not, 
in withdrawing hi.s amendment, propose simply to make a modi
fication. It is true he said something about what he had in 
\iew for the future; but, so far as the bill now pending before 
the Senate is concerned, it was an absolute withdrawal of the · 
amendment. The party with which I am associated has been 
impressed with the conY"iction that the metal schedule should 
be amended. and that the opportunity should be taken advan
ta ere of in the pend ency of the present cotton bill to off er this 
as an amendment to the bill. When the Senator from Iowa 
withdraws it as an amendment, there is nothing for us to do 
but either to see the bill acted upon without that amendment 
being offered or to our elYes offer it. 

l\Ir. President, the Senator alludes to what his purpose is 
when the bill gets into the Senate. I think we all understand 
what that means-that the Senator is assuming that this bill 
is to be defeated, and after it has been defeated it is going to be 
presented in another shape, and that then the SenatoT will 
give it his upport in the offering of an amendment. That 
does not satisfy those of us who think as I do. We think that 
the amendment hould be offered to the bill now pending. 
What shall become of that bill afterwards is another question. 

For myself, I am not voting for this bill to put myself on 
record, but I am voting for it in the effort to pass it. There
fore I submit amendments to it in good faith, as if the bill is 
to pass. If it is not to pass, it shall not be my fault nor the 
fault of those who thi.nk as I do. If the amendment which I 
have offered is not attuched as an amendment to the bill as it 
now stands, it will not be our fault. We have offered the 
amendment in good faith; we propose to vote tor it; and we 
shall be very glad for all of those who believe in the amend
ment to v-0te for it, and not run the risk of ba ving a chance to 
vote for it when something which they anticipate may not 
occur. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator 
from Georgia, does the amendment which he offers relate to 
the chemical schedule or any part of it? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. I will state to the Senator, and also 
for the information of other Senators who may not have been 
present when the amendment was first offered and when I 
stated the nature of it, that it is an amendment to Schedule C 
of the ta.riff law, to wit, the metal schedule-the iron ·and 
steel schedule. It is in terms the amendment which the Sen
ator from Iowa [Mr. Cm.IMINS] formerly presented, offering 
it as an amendment to the bill, and which he withdrew this 
morning, and which, as I have said, became flotsam and jet
sam. As the finder of it, I became the owner of it, and I have 
introduced it in· my own name and in my own right as an 
amendment to the pending bill 

l\Ir. WARREN. I will ask the Senator, is he offering the 
amendment because it relates to cotton it elf or its uses, or 
does he offer it as a separate matter referrinO' directly and 
only to commodities covered in another schedule? 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will repeat that question, 
because the first part of it was stated in such a low tone that 
I did not catch it 

l\Ir. WARREN. I wanted to ask the Senator whether he 
offers that amendment because it has a particula~ reference to 
the cotton bill or the cotton industries, or whether he offers it 
because he wishes to Te-form .'.l.Ilother and entirely different 
schedule? 

l\fr. BACON. I want to re-form the schedule. 
Mr. WARREN. As .a separate measure? 
Mr. BACON. I want to re-form that schedule; and, as the 

Senator asks the question, I will state very frankly what our 
attitude is in regard to the matte1'. The information is within 
our po ession, entirely reliable and definite, that the House of 
Representatives now has in course of preparation an amendment 
to the iron and steel schedule which is not yet entirely com
pleted. On account of the shortness of the se sion, .as they may 
not have the opportunity to complete their bill in the other 
House and send it to us in time for us to act on it, without keep
ing us here for a mu<:'.h longer time than most of us desire to 
remain, it is deemed wise and opportune to take advantage of 
the pendin<F measure-the cotton bill-and en.graft upon it 
legislation which shall greatly reduce the tariff duties upon 
the iron and steel products coming into this country. It is for 
that reason, in good faith, not as a matter of form and not for 
the imrpose of embarrassing the measure, but for the purpose 
of expediting legislation upon this most important matter, the 
importance of which has been most earnestly and deeply and 
graphically impressed upon us by the Senator from Iowa-it is 
for the purpose of securing it as a piece of legislation that it is 
now offered as an amendment to the pending bill. 

Mr. CU.1\fl\IINS. l\Ir. President, I have no doubt whatever 
about the good faith of the Senator from Georgia. I withdrew 
thi as an amendment to the cotton bill, which is now before 
the Senate, because I do not intend to vote for that cotton bill. 
I intend to \ote for the cotton bill that will be proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE]. But I assure the 
Senator from Georgia, as well as all Senators, that there will be 
ample opportunity to vote for the reduction of the duties on 
iron and steel before we have :finished the consideration of this 
bill. 

Mr. BACON. What is the bill to which the Senator alludes? 
I did not know that it was within the power of a. Senator here 
tc introduce a bill in regard to revenues. The Senator says 
"the bill of the Senator from Wisconsin." 

l\fr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Georgia, I suppose, un
derstands tha.t the Senator from Wisconsin will offer it. It is 
now on the table. 

1\Ir. BAOON. The Senator means an amendment. 
Mr. CUMMINS. An amendment by way of a ubstitute to 

the cotton bill passed by the Hou e. It is that bill for which 
I intend to vote, and I de ire this metal cheduJe to be attached 
to that bill, if it receives the concurrence of the Senate. 
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Mr. BACON. 

over again the 
does he not? 

Mr. President, the Senator repeats over and Mr. FOSTER. I have a pair with that Senator and there.. 
word "bill.ll The Senator means amendment, fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Yes; I mean an amendment, although it is 
in itself a complete revision of that schedule. 

Mr. BACON. That is the reason I made the inquiry of the 
Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question t.s on agreeing to the 
nmendment offered by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ord~red, and the Secretary pro

ceeded to ca II the roll. 
llfr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was call~d). ~ 

ibave a general pair with the senior Senator from M1ssour1 
[Mr. STONE]. In the absence of that Senator on account of 
illness, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called). I transfer 
my general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. DU 
PONT] to the Senator from Florida [Mr. BRYAN], and will vote. 
I vote " yea." 

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). I desire to an
nounce that I am paired with the junior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. HITCHCOCK]. If he were present, I should vote "nay." 
I make this announcement of the pair for the day. 

Mr. MYERS (when the name of Mr. DAVIS was called). I 
have been requested to announce that the Senator from Arkan
sas [l\Ir. DAVIS] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If the Senator from Arkansas we~e 
present, he would vote " yea " on this amendment. I make this 
unnouncement to stand for the day. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I transfer 
the general pair I have with the senior Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. TILLMAN] to the junior Senator from Massachu
setts [Mr. CRANE], who is necessarily detained from the Senate. 
I make this announcement for the entire day. Upon this ques
tion I vote " nay." 

Mr. BURNHAM (when Mr. GALLINGER's name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. GALLINGER] is unavoidably absent. He is 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. DAVIS]. If my 
colleague were present, he would vote "nay." 

Mr. CUR'l'IS (when .Mr. LoDGE's name was called). I am re
quested to announce that the senior Senator from .l\Iassachu
setts [Mr. LODGE] is paired with the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. O'GoBMAN]. I make this announcement for the day. 

Mr . .McLEAN (when his name was called). I desire to an
nounce that I am paired with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
GoBE] who is necessarily absent. I assume that if present the 
Senat~r from Oklahoma would vote "yea." If at liberty to vote, 
I should vote "nay." 

Mr. NIXON (when his name was called). 1 have a pair with 
the senior Senator from Nevada (l\Ir. NEWLANDS]. I do not 
know how he would vote if present, and so I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIA.Ms], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was called). 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Delaware 
[.Mr. RICHARDSON]. I transfer that pail· to the junior Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. SMITH], and vote. I vote" yea." 

Mr. REED. (when Mr. STONE'S name was called). I desire 
to announce that my colleague [Mr. STONE] is unable . to be 
present on account of sickness. He is paired with the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote " yea." 

Mr. TAYLOR (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BRAD
LEY], who is absent on account of illness. I therefore with
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. NELSON. I desire to say that the senior Senator from 

North Dakota [Mr. McCuMnER] is paired with the senior Sena
tor from Mississippi [-:\lr. PERCY]. If the Senator from ~orth 
Dakota were prei;:ent, he would vote" nay" on this amendment. 

Mr. WATSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I in
quire if the senior Senator from New Jersey [.Mr. BRIGGS] is 
recorded as voting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that he is 
not recorded. 

Mr. WATSON. Then I desire to withdraw my vote and to 
announce a general pair with that Senator. 

.Mr FOSTER (after haying voted in the affirmative). I in
quire. if the junior Sena tor from Wyoming [Mr. W ARBEN] has 
voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that he has 
not voted. 

The result was announced-yeas 28, nays 25, as follows: 

YEAS-28. 
Bacon Culberson Martin, Va. 
Baileh Fletcher Martine, N. J. 
Bank ead Johnson, Me. Myers 
Chamberlain Johnston, Ala. Overman 
Chilton Jones Owen 
Clapp - Kern . Paynter 
Clarke, Ark. Lea Pomerene 

NAYS-25. 
Borah Crawford La Follette 
Bourne Cullom Lippitt 
Brandegee Cummins Lorimer 
Bristow Dillingham Nelson 
Brown Dixon Oliver 
Burnham Gamble Page 
Burton Heyburn Perkins 

NOT YOTING-36. 
Bi-adley GalHnger New lands 
Briggs Gore Nixon 
Bryan Gronna O'Gorman 
Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Penrose 
Crane Hitchcock Percy 
Curtis Kenyon Poindexter 
Davis Lodge Rayner 
du Pont Mccumber Richardson 
Foster McLean Smith, Md. 

So Mr. BACON'S amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SIMMONS obtained the floor. 

Reed 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, S. 0. 
Swanson 
Thornton 
Works 

Root 
Smith, Mich. 
Townsend 
Wetmore 

Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 

.Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I have an amendment pend
ing, which I think comes first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no amendment pending. 
1\lr. OVER.MAN. There is an amendment pending. I hold it 

in my hand. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not been offered, or 1t 

should have been voted upon before the last amendment. 
Mr. OVERMAN. "In the Senate of the United States, August 

12, 1911. Amendments intended to be proposed "--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Intended to be proposed--
Mr. SIMMONS. I yield to my colleague if he desires to 

proceed. 
Mr. OVERMAN. No; go ahead. 

' Mr. SIMMONS. I offer the following amendment. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I will offer my amendment at the proper 

time. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Tbe amendment proposed by the 

Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 7, after line 7, it is proposed to 

insert: 
17. On all machines and parts of !llachlnes, used for c~rding, draw

ing slubbing rovin(7 spinning, doubling, weaving, and kmtting cotton, 
and all othe~ machtn'es and parts of machines used in the manufacture 
of cotton goods, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. SIMMONS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. · 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the amendment be again 

reported. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 

will again report the amendment. 
The Secretary again read the amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll 

on the question of agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

'.fhe Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 

again announce my pair with the senior Senator from .l\1issonrl 
[Mr. SToNE], who is detained from the Senate by illness. I 
desire that this announcement sha11 stand for the day. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called). I make this 
statement for the day: I transfer my general 11air with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. DU PONT] to the Senator frc!Il 
Florida [Mr. BRYAN], and will vote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. BURNHAM (when 1\Ir~ GALLINGER's name was ca1led). 
I make the same announcement in regard to my colleague as 
before and I desire this announcement to stand for the day. 
If my' colleague were present and voting, he would vote "nay." 

Ur. :McLEAN (when his name was called). I again announce 
mv general pair with the junior Senator from Oklahoma [:Mr. 
GORE]. nnd I wish this announcement to stand for the day. 

.Mr. NIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
tbe senior Senator from Nernda [Mr. NEWLANDS] for the day. 
I will not make any further announcement of the pair. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was called). 
I ha.Ye a general pair with the junior Senator from Delaware 
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[Mr. RICHARDSON]. I transfer it to the junior Senator from 
Maryland [lHr. SMITH]. I vote "yea." 

Mr. REED (when l\lr. STONE'S nu.me was called). I desire 
to again announce tllc unarnidable absence of my colleague [Mr. 
STO~E], and tlrn.t he is paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. CLARK]. If present, my colleague would yote "yea." 

Mr. TA.YLOil (when his name was called). I run paired 
with the junior Senator from Kentucky [l\Ir. BRADLEY]. If he 
were present, I would \Ote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\Ir. JONES. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 

POINDEXTER] is unayoidably absent from the city. I do not 
know how he would \Ote upon this amendment. 

l\Ir. FOSTER (after having \oted in the affirmatiYe). I 
ha\e a general pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. W .ARREN], who is absent. If he were pre ent, I would 
Tote "yea." I withdraw my vote. 

l\Ir. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] is paired with the Senator from 
New York [Mr. O'GoRMAN]. 

The result was announced-yeas 36, nays 22, as follows: 

Bacon 
Eniley 
Bankhead 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bristow 
Brown 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 

Brandegee 
Briggs 
Burnham 
Bnrton 
Cullom 
Dillingham 

YEAS-3G. 
Clapp Kern 
Clarke, Ark. La Follette 
Crawford Lea 
Culberson Martin, Va. 
Cummins Martine, N. J. 
Dixon Myers 
Fletcher Overman 
Johnson, Me. Owen 
Johnston, Ala. Paynter 

Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Jones 
Lippitt 
Lorimer 

NAYS-22. 
Nelson 
Oliver 
Page 
Perkins 
Root 
Smith, Mich. 

NOT VOTING-31. 
Bradley Gallinger New lands 
Bryan Gore Nixon 
Clark, Wyo. Gronna O'Gorman 
Crane liitchcock Penrose 
Curtis Kenyon Percy 
Davis I1odge Poinderter 
du Pont .Mccumber Rayner 
Foster McLean Richardson 

Pomerene 
Reed 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, S. C. 
Swanson 
Thornton 
Watson 
Works 

Smoot . 
Stephenson 
Townsend 
Wetmore 

Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Sutherland 
•raylor 
Tillmn.n 
Warren 
Williams 

So the amendment of Mr. SIMMONS was agreed to. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I desire to offer an amendment. In offer

ing this amendment I want to say that I have had an expert 
of the Treasury Department to reduce everything in this sched
ule to an ad mlorem basis 25 per cent-not down to 25 per cent, 
but 25 per cent less than the rates in the Payne-Aldrich bill. 
If anybody desires to inquire as to a reduction, I have it here 
in figures. 

I have also a glossary prepared by the Treasury Department 
showing each article and what it is used for, and if any Senator 
desires to inquire about it, he may. I will haye the Clerk read 
that after he gets through reading the amendment. 

l\Ir. BAILEY. In addition to having that glossary read, I 
ask that it be printed as a public document. Those matters 
are very useful. 

l\Ir. OVERMAN. Yes. It only shows what these different 
articles are used for. 

Mr. BAILEY. Precisely so; but that is very useful to every 
man who seeks to familiarize himself with the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the order to 
print asked for by the Sena.tor from Texas will be entered. The 
Secretary will report the amendment. 

'.fhe SECRETARY. Add a new section in the bill, to follow the 
amendment just agreed to, on page r, as follows: 

SEC. -. The act approved August 5, 1909, entitled "An act to pro
vide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the 
United States, and for other purposes,"_ is hereby amended by striking 
out all of Schedule A thereof, being paragraphs 1 to 83, inclusive, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following : 

SCIIED'GLE A. CIIE:\IICALS1 OILS, AND PAI~TS. 

1. Acids : Acetic or pyroligneous acid, not exceeding the specific 
grayity of 1.047, 10 per cent ad valorem-

Mr. OVERMAN. For the benefit of the Senate I will say 
that is reduced from 13 per cent to 10 per cent. 

The Secretary rend as follows : _ 
Exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. OVERMAN. That is reduced from 24.87 per cent. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Acetic anhydrid, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

1\Ir. OVER:Mili~. That is reduced from 13.05 to 10. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Boracic acid, GO per cent ad valorem. 

.Mr. OVERMAN. In the Payne-Aldrich bill it is 02 per cent. 
The Secretary read as follows : 
Chromic acid, 10 per cent ad valorem; citric acid, 15 per cent ad 

valorem; lactic acid, containing not over 40 per cent by weight of ac
tual lactic acid, 15 per cent ad valorem ; containing over 40 per cent by 
wei~bt of actual lactic acid, 25 per cent ad yalorem ; oxalic acid, 25 per 
cent. ad val?rem; salicylic acid, 20 per cent ad valorem; sulphuric acid, 
or 011 of vitriol, }IOt specially provided for in tbis section, 5 per cent 
ad valorem : tanmc acid or tannin, 50 per cent ad valorem · ballic acid, 
20 per <;ent ad valorem ; tartaric acidl 20 per cent ad valorem ; all 
other acids not specially provided for rn this section, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. OYERllAN. Unle. s some Senator desires the reading of 
the whole amendment, I ~ill state, so that everybody may un
derstand it, that the rates are reduced 25 per cent. I ask that 
the further reading be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDE~ "T. Without objection, the further 
reading of the amendment will be disnensed with. 

Mr. JONES. What is the request of the Senator from North 
Carolina? . 

Mr. OVER.MAN. Unless some Senator desires the further 
reading of the amendment, I do not insist upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDE ... T. The Semtor from North Carolina 
asks that the further reading of the amendment be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEYBURN. If it is to appear in the RECOBD--
1\Ir. JONES. I want to ask if this amendment has ever been 

read in the Senate? 
Mr. BACON. No. 
l\Ir. OVERMAN. Read it, then. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Unless that request is coupled with the 

request--
Mr. OVER.l\IAN. I withdraw the request. 
Mr. HEYBURN. That it be printed in the RECORD-
The VIQE PRESIDENT. The request is withdrawn. 
Mr. HEYBURN. We will never know what the amendment is. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The reque t is withdrawn. The 

Secretary will continue the reading of the amendment. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 

amendment, as follows: 
2. Vegetable, animal, or mineral objects immersed or placed in or 

saturated with, alcohol, not specially provided for in this section'. 35 
per cent ad valorem ; all other alcoholic compounds not specially pro
vided for in this section, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

3. Alkali.cs, alkaloids, di~tilled oils, essential oils, expressed oils 
rendered 01ls, .and all comblilations of the foregoing, and all chemical 
compounds, mixtures, and salts, and all greases not specially provided 
for in this section, 20 per cent; chemical compounds, mixtures and 
salts containinia alcohol or in the preparation of which alcohol is' used 
and not specia ly provided for in this section, 40 per cent ad valorem'. 

4. Alumina, hydrate of, or refined bauxite, containing not more than 
64 per cent of alumina, 15 per cent; containin"' more than 64 per cent 
of alumina, 5 per cent ad valorem. Alum, alum cake, patent alum 
sulphate of alumina., and aluminous cake, containing not more than 15 
per cent of alumina, and not more than three-tenths of 1 per cent of 
iron oxide, 20 per cent; alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate of 
alumina, and aluminous cake, containing more than 15 per cent of 
alumina, or not more than three-tenths of 1 per cent of iron oxide, 30 
per cent ad valorem. 

5. Ammonia, carbonate of, 25 per cent; muriate of, or sal ammoniac 
10 per cent; liquid anhydrous, 30 per cent ad valorem. ' 

6. Argols or crude tartar or wine lees crude, 5 per cent ; tartars and 
lees crystals, or partly refined argols, containing not more than 90 per 
cent of bitartrate of potash, and tartrate of soda or potassa or 
Rochelle salts, 20 per cent; containing more than 90 per cent of 
bitartrate of potash, 20 per cent; cream of tartar and patent tartar 
40 per cent ad valorem. ' 

7. Blacking of all kinds, 20 per cent ad va1orem; creams and prepara-
tions for cleaning or polishing boots and shoes, 20 per cent ad valorem 

8. Bleaching: powder or chloride of lime, 20 per cent ad valorem. · 
9. Blue vitriol or sulphate of copper, 3 per cent ad valorem.. 
10. Charcoal in any form, not specially provided for in this act; 

bone char, suitable for use in decolorizing sugars; and blood char, 15 
per cent ad valorem. 

11. Borax, 10 per cent; borates of lime, soda, or other borate mate
rial not otherwise provided for in this section, 14 per cent ad valorem. 

12. Camphor, refined and synthetic camphor, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
13. Chalk, when ground, bolted, precipitated naturally or artificially 

or otherwise prepared, whether in the form of cubes, blocks, sticks or 
disks, or otherwise, includin~ tailors', billiard, red, or French chalk, .. 25 
per cent ; manufactures of cnalk, not specially provided for in this sec· 
tion, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

14. Chloroform, 5 per cent ad valorem. 
15. Coal-tar dyes or colors, not specially provided for ln this section, 

20 per cent ad valorem; all other products or i;>reparations of coal 
tar, . not colors or dyes and not medicmal, not specially provided for in 
this section, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

16. Cobalt, oxide of, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
17. Collodion and all compounds of pyroxylin or of other cellulose 

esters, whether known as celluloid or by any other name, 35 per cent; 
if in blocks, sheets, rods, tubes, or other forms, not polished, wholly or 
p:u·tly, and not made up into finished or partly finished articles, 35 per 
cent; if polished, wholly or partly, or if finished or partly finished 
articles, except moving-picture films. of which collodion or any com
pound of pyroxylin or of other cellulose esters, by whatever name 
known, is the component material of chief value, 40 per cent ad 
valorem. 

18. Coloring for brandy, wine, beer, or other liquors, 35 per cent ad 
valorem. 

19. Copperas, or sulphate of iron. 3 per cent ad valorem. 
20. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, bnLnms, buds, bulbs, bulbous 

roots, excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects, grains, 
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gums and gum resin, herbs leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, nutgalls, 
roots, stems, spices, vegetabies, seeds (aromatic, not garden seeds), 
seeds of morbid growth, weeds, and woods used expressly for dyeing or 
tanning; any 01'. the foregoing which are natural and uncompounded 
drugs and not edible, and not specially provided for in this section, but 
which are advanced in value or condition by any process or treatment 
whatever beyond that essential to the proper packing of the drugs and 
the prevention of decay or deterioration pending manufacture, 10 per 
cent ad valorem : Provided, That no article containin~ alcohol, or in 
the preparation of which alcohol is used, shall be classified for duty in 
this paragraph. 

21. Ethers : Sulphuric, 25 per cent; spirits of nitrous ether, 25 per 
cent; fruit ethers, oils, or essences, 100 per cent; ethers of all kinds 
not specially provided for in this section, 30 per cent ; ethyl chloride, 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

22. Extracts and decoctions of logwood and other dyewoods, and ex
tracts of bark, such as are commonly used for dyeing or tanning, not 
specially provided for in this section, 10 per cent; extract of nutgalls, 
aqueous, 10 per cent; extract of Persian berries, 15 per cent; chloro
phlll· 15 per cent; extracts of quebracho, not exceeding in density 
28 B., 10 per cent; exceeding in density 28° B., 15 per cent; extracts 
of hemlock bark, 15 per cent; extracts of sumac, 10 per cent; and of 
woods other t han dyewoods, not specially provided for in this section, 
20 per cent ; all extracts of vegetapl~ origm suitable for dy~~g, color
ing, staining, or tanning, not contrunmg alcohol and not med1cmal, aml 
not specially provided for in this section, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

23. Gelatin, glue, isingla.ss, or fish glue, including agar-agar, or 
Japanese isinglass, and all fish bladders and fish sounds other than 
crude or dried or salted for preservation only, valued at not above 10 
cents per pound, 25 per cent; valued at above 10 cents per pound and 
not above 35 cents per pound, 20 per cent; valued above 35 cents per 

· pound 35 per cent ad valorem; ge}Jl.tin in sheets, emulsions, and ~ll 
manufactures of gelatin or of which gelatin is the component materia~ 
of chief value, not specially provided for in this section, 25 per cent 
ad valorem ; glue size, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

24. Glycerin, crude, not purified, 10 per cent ad valorem; refined, 10 
per cent ad valorem. 
· 25. Indigo extracts or pastes, 5 per cent ad valorem; indigo, car
mined, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

26. Ink and ink powders, 20 per cent ad valorem~ 
27. Iodine, resublimed, 5 per cent ad valorem. 
28. Iodoform, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
29. Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms, 15 per cent 

ad valorem. 
30. Chicle, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
31. Magnesia, and carbonate of, medicinal, 35 per cent ad valorem; 

calcined, medicinal, 35 per cent ad valorem; sulphate of, or Epsom 
salts, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

32. Alizarin assistant, sulpho-ricinoleic acid, and ricinoleic acid and 
soaps containing castor oil, or any of the foregoing in what~v_e:i.- form, 
in the manufacture of which 50 per cent or more of castor 011 is used, 
40 per cent ad valorem; in the manufacture of which less than 50 
per cent of castor oil is used, 35 per cent ad valorem. All other 
alizarin assistants and all soluble greases used in processes of soften
ing, dyeing, or finishing, not specially provided for in this section, 25 
per cent ad valorem. • 

33. Castor oil, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
34. Cod-liver oil, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
35. Flaxseed, linseed, and poppy-seed oil, raw, boiled, or oxydized, 

20 per cent ad valorem. 
36. Fuse! oil, or amylic alcohol, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
37. Hempseed oil, 25 per cent ad valorem; rapeseed oil, 15 per 

cent ad valorem. 
38. Olive oil, not specially provided for in this section, 30 per cent 

ad valorem; in bottles, jars, kegs, tins, or other packages, containing 
le s than 5 gallons each, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

39. Peppermint oil, 5 per cent. 
40. Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil, including sod oil, not 

specially provided for in this section, 20 per c.ent. 
41. Opium, crude or unmanufactured and not adulterated, containing 

9 per cent and over of morphia, 30 per cent; opium of the same com
position, dried, powdered, or otherwise advanced beyond the condition 
of crude or unmanufactured, 30 per cent; morphia or morphine, sul
phate of, 25 per cent ad valorem ; all alkaloids of opium and salts and 
esters thereof, 40 per cent ad valorem ; cocaine, ecgonine, and all salts 
and derivatives of the same, 70 per cent; coca leaves, 30 per cent; 
aqueous extract of opium for medicinal uses, and tincture of, as lauda
num and other liquid preparations of opium, not specially provide(,} for 
in this section, 30 per cent; opium containing less than 9 per cent of 
morphia, 60 per cent; but preparations of opium deposited in bonded 
warehouses shall not be removed therefrom without payment of duties, 
and such duties shall not be refunded: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall be so construed as to repeal or in any manner impair or 
affect the provisions of an act entitled "An act to prohibit the importa
tion and use of opium for other than medicinal purposes," approved 
February 9, 1909. 

42. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, unmanu
factured, 45 per cent: manufactured, 40 per cent. 

43. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, contain
ing ferrocyanide of iron, in pulp, dry, or ground in or mixed with oil 
or water, 30 per cent. 

44. Blanc fixe, or artificial sulphate of barytes, and satin white, or 
artificial sulphate of lime, 30 per cent. 

43. Black, made from bone, ivory, or vegetable substance, by what
ever name known, including bone black and lampblack, dry or ground 
in oil or water, 20 per cent. 

46. Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all other chromium colors in 
the manufacture of which lead and bichromate of potash or soda are 
used, in pulp, dry, or ground in or mixed with oil or water, 20 per cent. 

47. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, and umber 
and. umber earths, not specially provided for in this section, when crude 
or not powdered, washed, or pulverized, 8 per cent; if powdered, 
washed, or pulverized, 35 per cent; if ground in oil or water, 15 per 
cent. 

48. Orange mineral, 45 per cent. 
40. Red lead, 50 per cent. 
50. Ultramarine blue, whether dry, in pulp, or mixed with water, and 

wash blue containing ultramarine, 25 per cent. 
51. Varnishes, including so-called gold size or japan, 20 per cent; 

enamel paints made with varnish, 25 per cent ; spirit varnish containing 
5 per cent or more of methyl alcohol, 50 per cent; spirit varnish con
taining more than 5 per cent of methyl alcohol, 100 per cent ad valorem. 

52. Vermilion reds, containing quicksilver, dry or ground in oil or 

water, 10 per cent ad valorem: when not containing quicksilver but 
made of lead or containing lead, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

53. White lead and white pigment containing lead, dry or in pulp or 
ground or mixed with oil, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

54. Whiting and Paris white, dry, 30 per cent ad valorem ; ground in 
oil, or putty, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

55. Zinc, oxide of, and white pigment containing zinc, but not con
taining lead, dry, 10 per cent ad valorem ; ground in oil, 15 per cent ad 
valorem ; sulfid of zinc, white, or white sulfid of zinc, 30 per cent ad 
valorem : chloride of zinc and sulphate of zinc, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

56. All paints, colors, pigments, stains, lakes, crayons, including char
coal crayons or fusains, smalts, and frosting, whether crude or dry or 
mixed, or ground with water or oil, or with solutions other than oil, 
not otherwise specially provided for, 25 per cent ad valorem; all glazi:s, 
fiu:s:es, enamels, and colors used only in the manufacture of cC'ram1c, 
enameled, and glass articles, 25 per cent ad valorem ; all paints, colors, 
and pigments, commonly known as artists' paints or colors, whether in 
tubes, pans, cakes, or other forms, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

57. Paris green and London purple, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
58. Lead: Acetate of, white, 40 per cent ad valorem; brown, gray,. 

or yellow, 30 per cent ad valorem; nitrate of, 30 per cent ad valorem; 
litharge, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

59. Phosphorus, 30 per cent ad va.lorem. 
60. Bichromate and chromate of potash, 35 per cent ad valorem. 
61. Caustic potash, or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 10 per 

cent ad valorem ; chlorate of potash, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
62. Hydriodate, iodide, and iodate of potash, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
63. Nitrate of potash, or saltpeter, refined, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
64. Prussiate of potash, read or yellow, 30 per cent ad valorem; 

cyanide of potassium, 10 per cent ad valorem.. 
65. Medicinal preparations containing alcohol, or in the preparation 

of which alcohol is used, not specially provided for in this section, 45 
per cent ad valorem ; calomel, corrosive sublimate, and other mercurial 
medicinal preparations, 25 per cent ad valorem; all other medicinal 
preparations not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad 
valorem: Provided, That chemicals, drugs, medicinnl, and similar sub
stances, whether dutiable or free, imported in capsules, pills, tablets, 
lozenges, troches, or similar forms, and intended for medicinal pur
poses, shall be dutiable at not less than the rate imposed by this sec
tion on medicinal preparations. 

66. Plasters, healing or curative, of all kinds, and court-plaster, 20 
per cent ad valorem. 

67. Perfumery, including cologne and other toilet waters, articles of 
perfumery, whether in sachets or othe1·wise, and all preparations used 
as applications to the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, such as cosmetics, 
dentifrices, including tooth soaps, pastes, including theatrical grease 
paints and pastes, pomades, powders, and other toilet articles, all the 
foregoing; if containing alcohol, or in the manufacture or preparation 
of which alcohol is used, 60 per cent ad valorem; if not containing alco
hol, or in the manufacture or preparation of which alcohol is not used, 
50 per cent ad valorem ; fl.oral or flower waters., containing no alcohol, 
not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad va1orem. 

68. Santonin, and all salts thereof, containmg 80 p.er cent or over of 
santonin, 5 per cent ad valorem. 

69. Castile soap, 10 per cent ad valorem; medicinal or medicated 
soaps, 50 per cent ad valorem; fancy or perfumed toilet soaps, 35 per 
cent ad valorem ; all other soaps not specially provided for in this 
section, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

70. Bicarbonate of soda or ~uper-carbonate of soda, or saleratus, and 
other alkalies containing 50 per cent or more of bicarbonate of soda, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

71. Bicluomate and chromat~ of soda, 35 per cent ad valorem. 
72. Crystal carbonate of soda, or concentrated soda crystals, or 

monohydrate or sesquicarbonate, 10 per cent ad valorem; chlorate of 
soda, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

73. Hydrate of or caustic soda, 12 per cent ad valorem; nitrite of 
soda, 30 per cent ad valorem; yellow prussiate of soda, 25 per cent ad 
Yalorem; sulphide of soda, containing not more than 35 per cent of 
soda, 10 per cent ad valorem; and hyposulphite of soda, 20 per cent ad 
Yalorem; sulphide of soda, concentrated Qr containing more than 35 
per cent of soda, 45 per cent ad valore.m. 

74. Salsoda or soda crystals, not conce:itrated, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
75. Soda asb., 20 per cent ad valorem; arseniate of soda, 25 per cent 

ad valorem. 
76. Silicate of soda or other alkaline silicate, 25 per cent ad valo· 

rem. 
77. Sulpil.ate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake, 8 per cent ad 

valorem. 
78. Moss and seagrass, eel grass, and seaweed, if manufactured or 

dyecJ, 8 per ce.rit ad valorem. 
79. Sponges, 15 per cent ad valorem; manufactures of sponges, or 

of which sponge is the component material of chief value, not specially 
provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

80. Strychnia or strychnine, and all salts thereof, 25 pe.r cent ad 
valorem. 

81. Sulphur, refined, 12 per cent ad valorem: sublimed, or flowers of 
sulphur, 10 per cent ad vaJorem. 

8:.l. Sumac, ground. 10 per cent ad valorcm. 
83. Vanillin, 65 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. OVERMAN. In order that Senators may know what 
these articles are used for, I ask the Secretary to read the 
paper I send to the desk, so that every Senator may under
stand the amendment. Nearly all the articles are used in 
dyeing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RooT in the chair). With
out objection, the paper will be read. 

l\Ir. OVERMAl~. I will-4just ask that it be put in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objectio~ it is so 
ordered. 

.!Hr. JONES. I ask the Senator how he expects anyone to 
understand it if, before we vote on the amendment, it is printed 
in the RECORD without reading? 

Mr. OVERMAN. It is not an amendment. It is an explana
to1·y paper, showing that nearly everything in the list is used 
in dyes. 
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Mr. JONES. I do not object to it. I merely asked the Sena
tor how he expects us to understand it without its being read? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let it be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina now request that the paper be read? 
Mr. OVERMAN. Let it be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the paper 

will be read to the Senate. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

ARTICLES USED IN DYEING .nm MA.NUF.!.CT'GRING. 
Acetic acid, used in calico printing.' 
Chromic acid, used in calico printing and in dyeing and tanning. 
Lactic acid, used in dyeing woolens. 
Sulphuric acid, used in manufacturing artificial manure. 
Tannie acid, used in color fixing and in dyeing and tanning. 
Ammonia, carbonate of, used in manufacture of baking powder and 

for scouring wool. 
Argols, or crude tartar, used in making baking powder. 
Bleaching powder, u ed in bleaching. 
Blue vitriol, used in calico printing and in manufacture of paint. 
Bone char, used in the manufacture of sugar. 
Bora."'t, used as dryer for paint. 
Camphor, used in the manufacture of celluloid and in making ex-

plosive . 
Coal-tar dyes, used in dyeing. 
Cobalt, used in dyeing. 
Copperas, used in dyeing. 
Drugs, such as barks, etc., some used in dyeing and tanning. 
Extracts and decoctions of logwood and other woods, used for dyeing. 
Gelatin, used in photography and in coating paper. 
Glycerin, used in soap making, etc. 
Indigo, used in dyeing. 
Ink. used in printing. 
Iodine, used in photography and in the preparation of coal-tar 

products. 
Magnesia, used in the manufacture of paper from wood pulp. 
Alizarin assistant, used in the process of dyeing. 
Castor oil, used in cotton dyeing. 
Cold li~er oil, used in the preparation of leather. 
Flax, linseed oil, used in varnishes. 
Fu el oil, used in wool scouring. -
Hempseed and rapeseed, ased in india-rubber factories. 
Olive oil, used in manufacturing. 
Seal and other oils, used in manufacturing. 
Baryta-barytes, used in cotton and other manufactures ; blues, used 

ln dyeing. 
Blanc fixe, used in paper manufacture and in filling for cotton. 
Bichromate and caustic potash, used in calico printing. 
Hydroate iodide, used in printing. 
Prussiate of potash, used in dyeing. 
Ca tile soap, used in dyeing. 
Bicarbonate of soda, used in printing. 
Bichromate, used in dyeing, bleaching, and tanning. 
Crystal carbonate of soda, used in the manufacture of cotton and 

wool. 
Hydrate of, or caustic, soda, used in dyeing and printing. 
Soda ash, used in bleaching. 
Silicate of soda, used in manufacture of textiles. 
Sulphate of soda, used in dyeing and printing. 
Sponges, used in manufactures. 
Sulphur, used in bleaching. 
Sumac, ground, used in dyeing. 

l\fr. OVERMAN. On the adoption of the amendment I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. Before the question is put I should like to 
inquire of the Senator from North Carolina whether he has 
had an estimate as to the effect on the revenues that this re
duction would make? 

.Mr. OVERMAN. I have not. I only know that it is a re
duction of 25 per cent. That is all I know about it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Still, this is· one of the largest revenue
producing schedules, and 25 per cent would amount to a good 
bit of money. I did not know but that the Senator was pre
pared. to state the amount which the revenues would be affected 
by the reduction. 

.Mr. JONES. In the statement read I did not hear anything 
about any investigation having been made as to differences in 
the cost of production in this country and abroad, or the effect 
of this reduction upon the revenues or upon the industries; 
but it seemed to be simply a statement showing what the vari
ous articles are used for. Has the Senator any statement 
showing the effect of the amendment? 

l\lr. OVERMAN. I have no statement, except I know that 
it is a horizontal reduction of 25 per cent, after having been 
redncefl. to an nd valorem basis. 

Mr. JONE . Does the Senator think that his amendment is 
on purely revenue lines? 

l\Ir. OVERl\1.A.N. I mean that it is a reduction from the 
Payne-Aldrich law of 25 per cent. That is all it is. 

l\fr. JONES. Without in1estigating it, the Senator has arbi
trarily made a--

1\1 r. OVERMAN. Twenty-fi1e per cent. 
l\Ir. JONES .. A 25 per cent reduction without any considera

tion as to its effect upon the "industries of the country or the 
revenues of the country. · 

l\Ir. BA.CON. If the Senator from Washington will permit 
me a moment--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash
ington yield to the Senator from Georina? 

l\Ir. JONES. I yield the floor. I simply de ·ired to have 
some information. 

l\Ir. BACON. I wish to make a reply to the Senator. 
l\Ir. JONES. The Senator can do that in his own time. 
Mr. BA.CON. Before he yields the floor, I wish to state 

the purpose of the Senator who proposed the amendment, as I 
have been informed, in consultation had with his colleagues, 
Congress has already acted upon what we know as the wool 
bill, and it is proposed. to act upon the cotton schedule, in the 
manufacture of which most of these articles enter. The pur
pose is to reduce the cost of the manufacture at the same time 
that we are ende..'rvoring to reduce the cost to the consumers 
of the articles which they use. 

l\Ir. JONES. As I under tand it, this proposition has neYer 
been considered. by any committee, and the amendment was 
never read in the Senate until to-day. No explanation has e1er 
been given of it. I simply thought thnt that would indicate, at 
least, to the country the very careful consideration that this 
great legislative body is giving to these propositions which 
affect a tremendous industry of the country. 

Mr. DIXON. 1\Ir. President, I wish to inquire whether this 
amendment has ernr been printed. 

:Mr. BACON. Oh, yes. 
l\fr. OVERMAN. It bas been printed and laid upon the 

desks of Senators. 
Mr. DIXON. How long has it been printed? 
l\fr. OVERUA.i~. It was introduced August 12. 
l\Ir. BACON. Five days. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Five days. 
Mr. DIXON. There has been no explanation of it or debate 

until this morning. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. It has been fully explained. It is a 25 

per cent reduction. That is a' sufficient explanation. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend.

ment· of the Senator from North Carolina, upon which be de
mands the yeas and nays. Is there a second? 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. l\Ir. President, before the demand for the 
yeas and nays is acted upon, I think Senators want to express 
themselves on this subject and to have some explanation of it. 
I know others do and I do. 

Mr. CLAPP. l\Ir. President, I simply desire to say, so far as 
the cotton schedule i.s concerned, that is a matter which has 
been the subject of very careful consideration; the steel sched
ule, which was originally offered by the Senator from Iowa 
[l\fr. CUMMINS], has been a matter of very careful con~idera
tion; the sugar schedule, which is also expected to be offered as 
an amendment, has also been the matter of very careful con
sideration; but here is a measure which has had no considera
tion. While I voted for the other amendments, I for one would 
not vote for a schedule as broad and as far-reaching as this 
without some time, either to gi1e it consideration myself, or 
that it should have consideration at the hands of those who 
have made it their business to give it consideration, so that 
their assurance might go with the bill with reference to its 
probable effect. 

l\lr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from l\Iinne
sota a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does th~ Senator from Minne
sota yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

l\Ir. CLAPP. With pleasure. 
Mr. BACON. I want to say, Mr. President, that I have heard 

the Senator from Minnesota for several years in the most elabo
rate manner discuss the enormities of the Payne-Aldrich .tariff 
law, :rnd I think, from the views I know that Senator bas had 
with reference to that law, that he would very readily recognize 
that a cut of 25 per cent on the rates of any of those schedules 
would not be a very dangerous thing to undertake or to carry 
into execution. 

Mr. CLAPP. l\lr. President, one trouble with the Payne
Aldrich law was that it struck down some interests with as 
ruthle s a hand as it did, with a greedy purpose, raise other 
schedules and other items. There are some things in that Jaw 
that are very plainly and manifestly unjust. Take the wool 
schedule, and it is absolutely indefensible; and every Member 
of the Senate, it seems to me, must have known that; but the 
wool schedule, at least, was thoroughly debated by men who had 
made it a. study. The cotton schedule was thoroughly debated 
by men who had made it a study; the enormities of the sugar 
schedule had been exposed here, and no effort has ever been 
made to answer those exposures. I would be ready to-day to· 
vote on the wool schedule, on the sugar schedule, on the cotton 
schedule, on the lumber schedule, or on the steel schedule, all of 
which were thoroughly considered. and ome of which have been 
again thoroughly considered at-this session of Congress. 

. 
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As I recall it, the schedule covered by the amendment of the 

Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] did not receive 
that consideration. I for one do nc0t believe in voting blindly 
upon measures here. So far as the wool schedule is concerned, 
there neYer has been any question, nor bas there been in regard 
to the sugar schedule, nor has there been in regard to the cot
ton schedule, nor has there been in regard to the steel schedule, 
or the lumber schedule. While as to those matters which were 
thus debated and gone into we may not reduce to the lowest 
basis to which they could be safely reduced, we may very safely 
make reductions; and that is what we have done and what we 
propose to do. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Does the Senator think it will injure any
body to reduce the duty on chloroform from: 6 per cent to 5 
per cent? 

Mr. CLAPP. I have no idea about that, and that is wlly I 
do not want to Tote for it. I am not familiar with the subject 
of chloroform. For one I never have had it -administered to 
me. I believe there was some reference two years ago to its 
use here in the Senate, some reference to its being administered to 
some Senators. It may be that chloroform needs no duty, but 
what I object to with reference to this schedule is that we are 
dealing with something that we have not had any consideration 
of as to whether or not it needs a duty. I uo believe that be
fore men vote upon a question "they ought to be .satisfied that 
it is at least reasonably safe to do so~ I am simply speaking 
for myself; I do not know how others propose to vote on this 
matter. I voted without any hesitation to 1Jut the steel sched
ule on the bill, and I will vote to put the sugar schedule on 
the bill, because those are matters which haYe been gone over 
time and time again here until it is patent to every man that 
there is injustice in those two schedules that ought to be cor
rected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro
lina [llr. OVERMAN] has demanded the yeas nnd nays on the 
amendment. Is the demand seconded? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
l\Ir. HEYBURN. l\Ir. President, I do not want it to appear 

from the statement read, with reference to the use made of 
these chemicals, that that is a complete statement as to the 
purpose for which these chemicals are used. I followed as 
closely as I could the rapid reading. The o~asion does not 
seem to demand a review of the statement in detail, but I think 
in a few minutes, were I to take the time, I could point out 
that the uses indicated by the statement read are of minor im
portance. I think I will base the accuracy of my statement 
upon this, that not 10 per cent of the chemicals, including the 
list read, are used in any way in connecti<:m with the cotton 
or woolen industry. I make that statement with some knowl
edge of the facts. 

In view of the fact that this is one of the most important <>f 
an the tariff schedules, so far a.s reTenue is concerned, it is 
a pretty reckless proposition to reduce the duty 25 per . cent, 
regardless of the effect that it may have upon the revenues 
alone; and if it were to go out from this body .as an. -accurate 
statement that only those purposes were served by the use of 
these chemicals, it would be a misleading st.atement. I have 
the figures, and they fully sustain my statement, if any Sena
tor controverts it. I ha-re the returns under Schedule A before 
me, including the quantity and value of the importations and 
the amount of duty .collected. The value of the importations 
in 1909, coYered by the chemical schedule, was $37,063,773, and 
the amount of duty collected was more than $10,000,000. 

I will not pursue it further than to make the general state
ment as given in the summary of Schedule A. There is also 
something over $30,000,000 in the wag0 item alone. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. Presid~t, I desire to add one word to 
what I have previously said. Of course we are dealing here 
with the cotton schedule. The duties on chemicals in a meas
ure affect that scheduie, and I can readily understand how a 
revision of the cotton schedule, perhaps, would require a modi
fication of the chemical schedule; but I want to ·say to those 
interested in the cotton schedule that, so far as I am personally 
concerned, I am ready to stay here, and I believe it is our duty 
to stay here, and take these things up. My objection is to 
voting for a measure of this magnitude without knowing the 
detuils of it. Nor do I think we should be deterred from voting 
and passing these sch~dules because of any talk as to what 
will be the fate of these bills. That is none -0f our business. 
It is our concern to perform our business as Members -0f the 
Senate, and, for one, I am willing to stay here until we can 
take these things up and give them consideration and study. 

Ur. LA FOLLE'l'TE. Ur. President, the pending amendment 
proposes a rension of the entire chemieal schedule. When the 
so-called reciprocity bill was pending I offered an 'll.mendment 
to the woolen schedule and an amendment to the cotton sched-

ule. At that time I proposed no reductions in the chemical : 
schedule, although chemicals are used in both cotton and woolen 
manufacture. I felt at the time that perhaps some explanation '. 
was due to the Senate, but as no question was raised regarding 
it, I did not then discuss the matter. 

In the preparation of the amendments reducing the duties on 
woolen and cotton manufactures it led to the consideration of 
reductions in Sehedule A as to certain chemicals and dyes. I 
took counsel of the best expert assistance I could find. It :at 
once became clear that the chemical schedule is perhaps the 
most difficult schedule in all the tariff upon which to attempt 
revision. You ·can scarcely change a single duty of that sched
ule without its necessitating a nice readjustment of very m~y, 
if not all, of the other items of the schedule. Whet.B.er working 
out a revision as .a proteCtionist or upon a revenue basis, the 
responsibility is the same. 

But, Mr. President, in dealing with the woolen .and cotton 
schedules the whole matter was simplified when I learned from 
the experts that the chemicals employed by the manuf.acturer 
would be less than a fraction of 1 per cent of the cost of the 
:finished product. That \ery greatly relieved my mind, and 
knowing, as I do, that the duties of the Payne-Aldrich tariff 
law are excessive throughout those schedules, I felt perfectly 
sure, Mr. President, that no one need concern himself about 
the necessity of reducing the duties upon -chemicals that en
tered into the process of manufacture both in the woolen and 
cotton industry. For that reason, sir, and because, as I said 
before, you can not deal with the chemical schedule without the 
most extensive and elaborate study, with the aid of the very 
best experts, I shall -vote against the amendment. 

Now, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERlilN] has 
stated that he reduces the duties here .but 25 per cent. I am. 
confident that many of the duties in the chemical schedule 
would stand a reduction very much more than that. 

l\Ir. OVERMAN. I agree to that. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I believe there are items in that sched

ule whicb would no.t stand even as much reduction. There may 
be some items in that i::chednle that could not be reduced at 
all without impairing that measure of duty which I believe 
should be maintained in order to put the labor employed in 
the industry in this country on a oasis of equality with that 
of other countries. 

But the whole subject of the chemical schedule is one so 
intricate and .so complicated, and its relation to the -cotton 
schedule is sucb that I haye no besitation whatever in voting 
to reject the amendment proposed by the .Senator from North 
Carolina. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 1I1he Secretary will call the 
roll on the -question of agreeing to the amendment ofrered by 
the Sena.tor from North Carolina [l\fr. OVERMAN]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. • 
l\fr. CURTIS (when his name was called). I am paired wit]} 

the junior Sena.tor from Nebraska [Mr. lIITcHcocK]. If he 
were present I should vote " nay_.,., 

l\Jr. CUKrIS (when Mr. LoDGE~s name was called). I have 
been requested to announce that the Senaoor from Massachu
setts [.l\1r. LoDGE] is paired with the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. O'GoRMAN]. _ 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when the name of Mr. SMITH of Michigan 
was called). I have been notified that my colleague the Sena
tor from Michigan [Mr. SMITH] has been called away on busi
ness. 

l\Ir.. ~IITH of South Cn.rolina (when his name was called). 
I han~ a general pair with the junior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. RrcH.AIIDsoNl. I transfer the pair to the junior Senator 
from Maryland [1\lr. SMITH], and will vote. I vote " yea." 

Ur. REED' (when Mr. STONE'S na.me was called). I again 
::umounc:e the unavoidable absence of my colleague. He is 
paired witb the Sena.tor from Wyoming IMr. CLARK]. If pres
ent my colleague on this question would. vote "yea." 

~Ir. TAYLOR (when his name wa.s called). I make the 
announcement aga.in that I am paired with the junior Senator 
from KentuckY IMr. BRADLEY]~ If he were present, I would 
vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. FOSTER. I again announce my general pair with the 

junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. W.AR:REN]. If he were 
present, 1 would -rote" yea." · 

The result was announced-yeas 27, nays 22, as follows: 

Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 

YEAS-27. 

Fletch el' 
1 ohnson, Me. 
J" ohnston, Ala. 
Kern 
Lea 
Martin, Va. 
Martine, N. J, 

Myers 
-Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Pomerene 
Reed 
'Shively 

Simmons 
Smith, S. C. 
Swanson 
·Thornton 
Watson 
Williams 

• 
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Borah 
Bourne 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Burnham 
Burton 

Clapp 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

NAYS-22. 
Gamble 
Heyburn 
Jones 
La Follette 
Lippitt 
Page 

NOT VOTING-40. 

Perkins 
Root 
Townsend 
Works 

testing above 40° and not above 56°, 3 cents per gallon; testing 
above 56°, 6 cents per gallon. Sugar drainings and sugar sweep
ings shall be subject to duty as molasses or su"':n:, as the case may 
be, according, to polariscopic test: Pr0t:ided, 'l'<hat nothing in this 
section contained shall be so construed as to abrogate or in any manner 
impair or affect the provisions of the treaty of commercial reciprocity 
concluded between the United States and the Republic of Cuba on the 
11th day of December, 1902, or the provisions of the act of Congress 
heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

Bradley ·Gallinger Nelson Smith, Md. 
Briggs Gore Newlands Smith, Mich. Mr. JONES. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 
Brown Gronna Nixon Smoot 
Bryan Guggenheim O'Gormnn Stephenson The yeas uud nays were ordered. 
Clark, Wyo. Hitchcock Oliver Stone The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Crane Kenyon Penrose Sutherland Mr. WILLIAMS. l\lr. President, I think we are on the eve, Curtis Lodge Percy Taylor 
Davis Lorimer Poindexter Tillman at any rate, of doing some very dangerous things without due 
du Pont Mccumber Rayner Warren consideration. The Constitution did not ill-advisedly provid~ 
Fostel' McLean Richardson Wetmore that rerenue measures should originate ·in the House of Repre· 

So Mr. OVERMAN's amendment was agreed to. sentatives. There is a House over there, and its committees are 
Mr. WATSON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. working just as rapidly as can be upon the various schedules 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia of the tariff bill. I am willing to vote upon anything which 

offers an amendment which the Secretary will read. has been considered there or is being considered there, so that 
The SEcRETAilY. Add a new section to read as follows: by the time a bill with an amendment from here gets there, 
SEC. -. That the articles mentioned in the following paragraph, the they will have considered the subject matter of the amendment. 

growth, produce, or manufacture of the Dominion of Canada, when For that reason I wanted to put the metal and steel schedule 
imported therefrom into the United States or any of its possessions th t b'll b th W d '\\1 c 'tt (except the Phjlippine Islands and the islands of Guam and Tutuila), npou e presen 1 , ecause e ays an .. , eans omm1 ee 
shall be exempt from duty, namely: of the House of Representatives has considered that and will 

Coal, bituminou , round, and run of mine, including bituminous coal have a metal schedule ready by the time the bill gets to them; 
such as will not pass through a three-quarter-inch screen: Provided, so that it will have received due consideration. 
That the articles in the paragraph enumerated, the product, growth, 
01· manufacture of the Dominion of Canada, shall be exempt from duty I do not believe that any one man can give due consideration 
whenever the President of the United States shall have satisfactory to any great schedule of the tariff bill, no matter how able 
evidence and shall make proclamation that the articles in this para- he is. I have had some experience serving upon committees 
graph enumerated, the product, growth, or manufacture of the United 
States, or any of its po sessions (except the Philippine Islands and the dealing with tariff questions, and I have for the most part 
islands of Guam and Tutuila), are admitted into the Dominion of found that my own opinion, when I first went into the con
Canada free of duty. sideration of a question, became modified very much by the in-

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 1 formation and the suggestions I obtained from 13 or 14 other 
amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia. men serving upon committees. 

The amendment was agreed to. Speaking for myself, therefore, I am not willing to be put 
Mr. REED. I offer an amendment. on record as indorsing amendments containing page after page 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from MissoUl'i offers of tariff schedules, when I know that they neither have been 

an amendment which the Secretary will report. considered at the other end of the Capitol nor can be con-
The SECRETARY. At the end of section 2 insert the following sidered by the time the amendment reaches the other end of 

proviso: the Capitol. 
Pro'l:ided, howe,,;er, That if the duties above provided to be collected The rubber schedule is very iniquitous in many regards. I 

and paid shall as to any article or articles be greater than that pro- could go out and draw up in a half hour amendment satisfac
vided to be paid by the pre ent existing law less 30 per cent, then in tory to me, at any rate, concerning it. The SU!!ar schedule, es11e-every such case the duty or duties which are hereby levied and _which = 
shall be collected and paid on said article or articles shall be a sum cially that part of it which deals with differentials, is very 
equal to the duties provided to be levied, collected, and paid by the obnoxious to me. But for myself, I shall not vote to put upon 
present existing law less 30 per cent, and not greater. this bill anything except things that either have been considered 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the in some committee somewhere, especially at the other end of 
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri. [Putting the Capitol, or such things as we know will be considered by 
the question.] The ayes appear to have it. The ayes have it, the time the amendment dealing with the subject reaches the 
and the amendment is agreed to. House of Representatives. 

Mr. WILLIAM.S. I call for the yeas and nays on the last I wanted to make that statement in justification of the votes 
amendment. I am to cast from this time on. In illustration of how rapidly 
• The yeas and nays were not ordered. and hDw inconsiderately we are going, we a moment ago adopted 

Mr. REED. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. an amendment saying, after we had fixed the schedules on a 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri offers certain subject, "if anything in this schedule is not 30 per 

another amendment, which the Secretary will state. cent le s than existing law, it shall be reduced to 30 per cent." 
The SECRETARY. On page 7, line 20, after the word "are," in- It pas ed when Senators were not listening. 

sert "in so far as they conflict with this act," so that it will Mr. DIXON. Mr. President--
read if amended: The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 

SEC. 3. That all acts and pal'ts of acts in conflict with the provisions yield to the Senator from Montana? 
· of this act be, and the same are, in so far as they conflict with this 
act, hereby repealed. Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly; I beg the Senator's pardon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the .Mr. DIXON. Does the Senator apply that same yardstick 
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. to the chemical schedule which he just voted for? 

The amendment was agreed to. .Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not apply it to the chemical sched-
1\Ir. JO:NES. Mr. ·President, I do not see the Senator from ule, but I ought to have done it, to be frank with the Senator. 

Kansas [Mr. BRISTOW] here. The Senator from Kansas has But the chemical-schedule amendment was one which could be 
proposed an amendment in reference to the sugar schedule. It easily understood. 
is a proposition for which I voted heretofore when the Payne- Mr. DIXON. It is the most difficult in the whole law. 
Aldrich bill was under consideration. I believe in it. Mr. WILLIAMS. It is a reduction of 25 per cent; and I 

I am convinced that that amendment ought to be adopted. I was of the opinion, from the information I have concerning 
do not see the Senator from Kansas here. So I propose to the existing chemical schedule, that there is no item in it that 
offer this amendment myself. could not- stand a 25 per cent reduction without doing detriment 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington to justice or fairness. I therefore voted for it; but I confess 
offer an amendment, which the Secretary will report. I was partially led to vote for it by the circumstances under 

The SECRETARY. Insert the following as a new section: which it was offered. While it is a chemical schedule, the 
SEC. -. That on and after the day following the taking effect of amendment was offered because of its connection with the cot

thls act there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon the following ton goods, the dyes, and things used in connection with cotton. 
articles, when imported from any foreign country into the United manufacture, and was germane and relative to the question. 
States or into any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands and 
the islands of Guam and Tutuila), the following rates of duty, namely: In a certain sense it might be considered as a part of the cot-

Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated ton schedule-I mean in a legislative sense. I did vote for it, 
melada, concrete and c'bncentrated molasses, testing by the polariscope and I am inclined to think that I made a mistake when I did 
not above 75°, ninety-five · one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound, and fol' 
every additional degree shown by the polariscopic test up to 98°, it, not because it could not stand the 25 per cent reduction, 
thh'ty-five one-thousandths of 1 cent per pound additional, and frac- but because it broke the precedent of requiring some committee 
tions of a degree in propot·tion; and above 98° by the polariscopic test. consideration somewhere of these great questions before they 
1 cent and seven hundred and fifty-five one-thousandths of 1 cent 
per pound; molasses testing not above 40°, 20 per cent ad valorem; are hastily put through. 
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Of course, when a nian offers here to put coal on the free list 

that requires no committee consideration. I know what it is; 
everybody can understand it; it is a simple and plain proposi
tion, and requires no investigation of schedules· or comparison 
of schedules or any nice distinction between one duty and 
another. So, if propositions of amendments are presented, I 
may vote for them, but I am not going to vote to put three or 
four pages on the statute book of schedules which have been 
considered by nobody completely except the proponent of the 
amendment. 

l\fr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I understand that while I 
was downstairs at the lunch room for a few moments the 
amendment which I offered some days since, and is on the table, 
pro-riding for the reduction of duty on sugar has been offered 
by the senior Senator from Washington. Of course, I am very 
anxious that there should be reductions made in the duties on 
sugar and that the amendment should be adopted, but I do not 
wish to have it attached to a bill that I can not vote for. I 
had hoped that when the cotton bill was considered here by the 
Senate the Senators who ·believed in a reduction of duties could 
get together and make reductions in the excessive duties that 
now exist and also talrn out of the tariff law some of the in
iquities of which we have all complained.. But it is clearly mani
fest here this morning that it is not the intention of the Sen
ators on the other side of the Chamber to support measures 
which can receive the support of the Republicans who are com
monly called " insurgents " or "progressives." There is an 
effort here to embarrass some of us by attaching to a bill that 
we can not support amendments to the tariff law which we ear
nestly desire to have passed. 

I want to say, for one, that the Democratic Senators and the 
regular Republican Senators in this Chamber can not embarrass 
me in that way. I stand here-and, I believe, consistently-for 
a reduction of excessi\e duties; and in advocating that I have 
pursued a consistent course; at least, I think I have. I will 
not be a party to any cheap political trick to accomplish any
thing that I am earnestly desiring, especially when the apparent 
accomplishment means iti:; certain defeat. 

I believe in the principle of protection. I believe it has de
veloped the industrial life of this country in a marvelous way. 
I believe · tbat without it our country's industrial condition 
would have been far lower than it is now. But I belie-re that 
while we have been enjoying the benefits of a protective tariff 
there have been worked into that tariff duties that contribute 
not to the welfare of our industrial life, but to the exorbi
tant profits of many concerns that do not need it and should 
not have it. 

Whenever there is an honest effort here to get at these iniqui
ties and take them out of the tariff law, I will be found Yo ting to 
help to do it; but there is an effort here now to prevent a re: 
duction in the duties on cotton by presenting a bill that, if 
passed, will be passed because Senators believing in excessive 
and exorbitant duties refused to vote in order that the bill may 
pass in. a form that it will be impossible for it to become a law. 
I do not propose to be a party to any such scheme as that. 
I am going to vote against this amendment because it will 
not be put upon this bill in the interest of tariff reduction, but 
to prevent a reduction in the important tariff schedules that 
Sena tors on the other side are now undertaking to protect. 

Embarrass me! No. I can vote against this amendment 
as readily as I would vote for it if there was an honest pur
pose to enact it into law. 

I believe that we ought to meet this proposWon fairly. A 
majority of the Senators in this Chamber believe in the prin
ciple of protection. A minority do not, but believe in a tariff 
for revenue. A minority believe in as high duties as the "traffic 
will bear." A small minority belie-ve in the protectirn princ]ple 
that shall carry duties that measure the difference in tlle cost 
of production at home and abroad. The progressive Hepub
licans stand here ready to vote for such dutie::;, whether they 
are offered by Republicans or Democrats} provided they carry 
out that principle, which is the policy that was declared for in 
the Republican national platform. We will stand .for it 
whether it affects industries in our own States or not. We do 
not undertake to disgui e our purpose. For one I will vote 
against any tariff duty that does not measure np to that stand
ard, if I know it. I. will vote against any tariff duty that goes 
beyond it in an excessive degree. 

If there is a majority here who believe that such duties are 
better than those that now exist, they ought to be adopted. It 
is known that a majority of Senators in this Charnuer do not 
belie'e in a tariff for revenue only. 

I do not think it is necessary for rue to go into any elaborate 
discussion. I hum tried to make myself unde1~stood by this 
plain statement. I had hoped that before this day passed we 

should have secured some substantial reduction in a number 
of excessive duties in the Payne-Aldrich tariff law; but to i3tart 
out on a haphazard, ill-devised reduction of every duty, 
whether it has been considered by a committee or by the Sen
ate, regardless of the effect it may have upon the industries of 
the country or its revenues-to start out on such a program as 
that, if that is the purpose, I must be counted out, for I am 
not in favor of that kind of a tariff revision. 

Though I shall vote against this amendment beeause it is 
offered as an amendment to a bill which I can not vote for if 
the amendment was adopted, so that I wou1d have to vote 
against it at some time, I prefer to do it now. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, as far as I am concerned, ! 
have not offered this amendment for the purpose of embar
rassing any Senator. I sent for the Senator from Kansas and 
inquired whether he expected to offer the amendment, and he 
said he did not expect to offer the amendment. Therefore I 
thought the amendment ought -to be offered, because I belie-re 
intt . 

When I was a Member of another body of Congress I voted 
to remove the sugar differential. I went so far as to overrule 
a decision of the chairman, who is now the honored Vice Presi
dent and presiding officer of the Senate. When the Payne
.Aldrich bill was under consideration I was convinced that the 
substance of this amendment should be adopted, not only that 
the differential should be removed, but that the Dutch standard 
proposition should be done away with. I was convinced of 
that very largely by the arguments of the Senator from Kan
sas [Mr. BRISTOW]. I voted to remo-ve it when that bill was 
under consideration. So I am in favor of this amendment. 
There is only one bill pending before the Senate to which the 
amendment can be offered, and that is House bill 12812, the 
bill to which it was proposed by the Senator from Kansas that 
the amendment should be offered. 

I did not know why the Senator from Kansas bad concluded 
not to offer the amendment. The reasons which ar.e good to 
him and appeal to him now were sufficient, so I offered the 
amendment upon my own responsibility, because I believe in 
it, and because the only bill to which it is very likely it can 
be offered is the bill now under consideration. 

I do not say I will not vote for the pending cotton bill, but I 
do propose to vote for every amendment that I think will im
prove the measure. It seems to me that the only theory upon 
which we can consider a measure before the Senate is that when 
germ:me amendments are presented to it those amendments 
should be considered on their merits, e\en though we may be 
opposed to the original proposition. Every amendment that 
we think will improve the measure should command our sup
port. Upon that theory I propose to vote for it. 

I have voted for some amendments that have been offered to 
' the bill because I believe they improve the measure. If this 
legislation is to become a law-and it is not for us to say here 
except by our votes that it is not-then it should be made as 
nearly perfect as possible. I voted for the steel amendment be
ca use I believe in it, because the reasons that have been pre
sented here and the investigations convinced me that that was 
a good amendment and ought to be adopted. For the same rea
son I have offered this amendment, and I propose to vote for it. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I regret very much the differ
ence of opinion upon this question. I think if there was ever 
an iniquity p~rpetrated in legislation it was the Payne-Aldrich 
tal'iff law, and I have never missed an opportunity to aid in 
the amendment of that law within the limit of what I was satis
fied was a safe change. 

When it comes to a tariff schedule, I undertake to say that 
a Senator c·alled upon to vote on the- question has after all to 
depend very larg·ely upon his own convictions as to whether it 
is a safe rate or an unjust rate. There are certain broad fun
damental p<inciples that can be applied. We can take the con
dition at the close of the depression which existed from 1893 
tQ 1897, and, measuring the increased consumption by the Ameri
can people with the increased exportation as against our own 
consumption, we can within some degree of safety say whether 
the duty on that article is sufficient or not. 

I haye always maintained that it is the duty of a Senator to 
use his best efforts to perfect a measure whether in the last 
analysis he could vote for the measure or not. Whether I shall 
-rote for this bill or not will depend upon what may yet be done 
with the bill. But if there is one thing with reference to the 
American tariff that I am absolutely satisfied of it is that of 
the iniquity of 1909 the sugar schedule stands out almost 
without a ·peer. It is a subject that has been so thoroughly 
discussed, not only at this session, but at that session, that 
for one I am ready to vote for the amendment proposed by the 
Sfn::itor from Kansas [Mr. BRISTOW] and now offered by the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. JONES]. 
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I belie1e it is 1IIY duty as a Senator to perfect this measure 
just as fur as possible. It is the ·only measure pending to-day 
upon which we can attach a measure to remedy the iniquities 
of the sugar schedule ·under the Pal7lle-..Aldrich tariff law. 

Therefore, differing, as I must, from some of my colleagues, 
I belie\e it is my duty to vote to put this amendment upon the 
pending bill. If the bill 1\-vith that amendment and no additional 
amendment comes to a vote I belieye I shall then vote for the 
bill. The only thing upon the bill up to this pomt that l would 
hesitate upon is the chemical schedule, n:ot because I appre
hend ·that it is a mistake, but for want -0f more definite infor
mation as to what it will do. The American people are expeet
ing relief upon the cotton schedule, and I would afford that 
relief even though it involved -voting for something which as an 
independent proposition I would not Tote to put upon the bill 

So primarily believing that it is the duty of a Senntor to 
assist in perfecting the bill, I shall vote to add the sugar sched
ule as I \oted to add the steel schedule, and with reference to 
those thin~s which enter iiito the machinery for the making of 
cotton goods. In all probability, unless the bill be still further 
amended in some ·way which I can not accede to, I shall vote 
for the bill itself. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I appreciate the position 
which the Senator from Minnesota {Mr. CLAPP] takes. He al
ways does what he thinks is the right thing~ and he is a man 
of fine judgment. But when I sit here on tllis side of the 
Chamber rand a leading Senator on the Democratic side comes 
o-r-er here a.nd suggests to the Republican regulars that they 
abstain from ivoting so that the Democratic measure will carry, 
and when I kncrw that t.hat Senator is bitterly opposed to the 
reduction of the duty .on steel and on eotton, it exposes an ar
rangement here that I do not intend to be n party to, directly -0r 
indirectly. 

I propose to vote against any amendments from now on upon 
this bill as it is now. When leading stand-pat Senators on this 
side of the Chamber tell me that they do not intend to -vote in 
order that the Democrats may carry their revision tnrough, 
knowing that it is the best way to prevent a reduction of duties 
that they want to maintain, and when Senators on the Demo
cratic side who are interested in maintaining high duties on 
cotton and ·steel cooperate in the way I have just described, 
you must count me out of the proposition; I am not into the 
scheme. 

. Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I want to say just one word. Of 
course I take nothing the Senator said to myself, because, for
tunately, I have not been on the other side of the Chamber to
day, but I want-to say it is well known that the rates of duty 
the Senator from Kansas and those who are cooperating with 
him wish to ha-r-e incorporated in this bill are much higher than 
the rates of duty in the bill as it came from the House, which 
we support. . 

Mr. h.'"ERN. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas has 
made a declaration here that is very startling to some of the 
1\fembers on this side. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me an interruption! 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
l\fr. KERN. Yes. 
Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator had been here two years ago, 

this statement would not have been startling nor would the 
facts have been startling. It is an old experience- to those who 
ha,·e been here before. 

Mr. KERN. I hope by the time I have been here two years 
I will be wise enough to observe for myself any such conduct 
as has been indicated by t).le Senator. 

But I w.ant to know at this stage from the Senator from 
Kansas whether it is possible that he has personal information 
that any such arrungement or conference has been had and 
made between .any Senator on this side and the leading Repub
lican stand-pat Senators on the other. If he has, it is but fair 
to those of us who honestly desire a reduction of the steel 
schedule, and who honestly desire a reduction of the schedules 
all along the line that he make known any such an·angement. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will say to the Senator from Indirula--
1\fr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator from Kansas will excuse 

me, I will suggest that .having made that statement, he owes 
it to the Senate to name the Senator. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will state to the Senators from Missis
sippi and Indiana that the Senator on the Democratic side .I 
referred to was the Senn.tor from Alabama IMr.. JoHNs:roN], 
and he had the conversation r referred to with the senior Sen
ator from Pennsy1Tania [Ur. PENROSE]. 

Mr. PENTIOSE. Mr. President, I can plead an alibi to the 
charge the .Senator from Kansas refers to. 

l\Ir. BRISTOW. The Senator from .Alabama [Mr. JOHNSTON] 
crune over to the Republican side not long since and suggested 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania Il\Ir. PENBosE] that if the 
Republican regulars abstained from voting the Democratk bill 
would carry. The Republican regulars abstained from voting7 

and the Senator from Pennsylvania [.Mr. PENROSE] was one of 
them. 

l\1r. PENROSE. Mr~ President, I belieTe that after the dread· 
ful p.erf ormance, if the so-called regulars had not voted, there 
was a comment made of that kind, but it occurred after the rnte. 
n could not have QCcurred during the Tote or before it, 'because 
as soon as I :answered to my name and -explained that I could 
not vote on account 'Of my _pair with the Senator from Missis• 
sippi [lli. WILLIAMS] l went out to the telephone and talked 
with a party in P.ennsylvania. So :the Senator is laboring under 
a serious hallucination and his embarrassment is extremely, 
painful to his brother Senators. He voted to enact into law a 
measure which is neither protective nor free trade, which is 
neither u revenue producer nor one thing or the other. It must 
n~c.essarily have brought th-e Senator from Kansas to this 
lamentable condition, and it is a lamentable one before the 
people of the United States. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of .Mabama.. 1\Ir. President-
Mr. BRISTOW. I am stating the facts. 
Th~ VICE PRESIDENT. 'I1le Senator from Alabama is rec

ognized. 
l\fr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I desire to affirm what the 

Senator from Pennsylrania [Mr. PENRosE] has said. I desire 
to say in addition that so far a-s I am concerned I desired to 
vote for the House cotton-schedule bill, and did so; .and so far 
as the iron and steel schedule is con<!erned, I intended to \ote 
for it in the shape that it was offered or in any other shape 
that would reduce the duties, because I run not only in favor 
of a reduction of those duties to a revenue basis, but I am 
heartily of the opinion that in the Birminghnm district where 
we produce iron and steel, and produce it cheaper than in anY. 
other section of this cuuntry or the world, if we went to a free
trade basis our industries would prosper. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator from Alabama pursued a very, 
strange course and has formed a strange alliance .for one who 
is anxious to have the duties on tnose articles reduced. '11he 
statement I made a few moments ago in regard to the arrange
ment I stand by. The conversation was overheard in this part 
of the Chamber by Senators other than myself, and a number 
of Senators, in harmony with the understanding among the 
Republican regulars, have abstained from Toting, and have 
given the reason suggested to a number of their colleagues 
for their action. , The REcoRD will show whether or not they; 
voted. 

Mr. WORKS. M:r. President, I desire to -contribute what 1itt1e 
I know with respect to this alleged transaction. After the con
ference took place between the two Senators, which I saw, but 
did not hear, I heard the Senator from Pennsyl\'ania [Mr. PEN
ROSE] immediately afterwards £ny to another Senator on this 
side of the Chnmber, "We do not want to "'\'Ote on this p1'opo
sition." 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, the Senator from California 
is entirely correct in his statement. I 'ha-r-e not participated 
personally in any of these proceedings for the last 10 days, and 
ha\e so advised my colleagues wbo were in sympathy with me. 
I did not sign the report of the conferees, nor did the Senator 
from Illinois [1\Ir. CULLOM]. I have been entirely willing to see 
this bill perfected by the friends of the measure, who hn:\e been 
the Democratic Party and the so-called insurgents. · 

l\1r. WARREN. l\1r. President, just to change the subject 
before lt gets to be too broad and vitriolic, I will say I noticed 
the remarks of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. JOHNSTON], 
and, if I understood him aright, his statement was that be felt 
that the iron industr·y in the locality which is nearest home to 
him would be able to manufacture its product and deli\er it 
at lower prices than any other locality, and that it needed no 
protection. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Yes . . 
Mr. WARREN. I want to remind the Senator that two 

years ago we heard Tery much such talk as that from the shoe 
manufacturers in this country-that, if they bad free hides,_ 
they would lower the price of shoes, and would need no pro
tection. I want to ask the Senator from Alabama if he h-as 
not since then observed the agony with which they seem to be 
enYeloped now when it is proposed to make boots and sl.wes 
free? And did he observe the fact that prices were not reduced 
on shoes when they got free hide , but were :raised instead'? 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alaba.ma. I ha.Ye heard some i·emarks -of 
that kind. I only want to say that my judgment is that th~ 
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Birmingham district does not require any protection to the 
manufacturer of iron or steel, but we can go on and compete 
with England or any other foreign nation and prosper in the 
industry. 

Mr. WARREN. And does the Senator feel that those manu
facturers will not .flood the mails with literature and letters 
and be found in the corners of the Capitol to wait upon Sen
ators, as the shoe manufacturers have been regarding their 
pru<lncts when reduction or abolition of protective tariff is 
proposed? · 

l\lr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I do not know exactly what 
will be the result, but I am not for free trade at all in any 
respect. 

l\lr. W .A.RREN. If I felt that we bad a great locality that 
could produce the iron and steel product we need without pro
tection, it would be an agreeable assurance, and it would give 
me great pleasure if I could be sure that the afterclap, the sec
ond thought and remorse after it was done, would not pursue 
us, as has been the case · on the occasion to which I have re
ferred and in regard to the duty I have mentioned, as well as 
some others. 

l\lr. JOHNSTON" of Alabama. I think if all the duties were 
taken off it would result in lower prices to the consume1~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Washington [Mr. JONES], upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

'l'he Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
l\Ir. CURTIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 

the junior Senator from Nebra ka [.Mr. HITCHCOCK]. 
l\Ir. CURTIS (when l\Ir. LODGE'S name was called). I nm 

requested to again announce that the Senator from Ma sachu
setts [Mr. LoDGE] is paired with the junior Senator from New 
York [Ur. O'GORMAN]. 

Mr. SMITH of SoutJi Carolina (when his name was called). 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Delaware 
[l\Ir. RICHARDSON]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from Maryland [1\Ir. SMITH], and vote. I vote " nay." 

Mr. REED (when l\Ir. STONE'S name was called). I again 
announce the unavoidable absence on account of sickness of the 
senior Senator from Missouri [l\Ir. STONE], and state the fact 
that he is paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. 
If he were present the senior Senator from Missouri would vote 
"yea." 

l\fr. TAYLOR (when his name was called). I again make 
the announcement that I am paired with the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. BRADLEY]. I will let this announcement stand for 
the day. 

The roll having been concluded, . the result :was announced
yeas 24, nays 33, as follows : 

Bailey 
Brown 
ChambcrlA.in 
Chilton 
Clapp 
Clarke, Ark. 

Bacon 
Borah 
Bourne 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bristow 
Burnham 
Burton 
Cummins 

YEAS-24. 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Cullom 
Fletcher 
J olrnson, Me. 
Jones 

Kern 
Lea 
Martin, Va. 
Martine, N. J. 
Myers 
Overman 

NAYS-33. 
. Dillingham 

Foster 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
John ton, Ala. 
La Follette 
Lippitt 
Oliver 

Page 
Paynter 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Root 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, S. C. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 

NOT "VOTING-32. 

Owen 
Pomerene 
Reed 
Simmons 
Swanson 
Watson 

Thornton 
Townsend 
Warren 
Wetmore 
Williams 
Works 

Bankhead du Pont Mccumber Rayner 
Bradley Gallinger McLean Richardson 
Bryan Gore Nelson Shively 
Clark, Wyo. Gronna Newlands Smith, Md. 
Crane Hitchcock Nixon Stone 
Curtis Kenyon O'Gorman Sutherland 
D~ ~~ ~~ ~~ 

- Dixon Lorimer Poindexter Tillman 
So the amendment of l\lr. JONES was rejected. 
The VICE PRESII;>ENT. • .A.re there other amendments to be 

offered as in Committee of the Whole? If not, the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

l\fr. LA Ji'OLLETTE. l\fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

desire to offer an amendment to the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole? 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin offers 

an amendment, which will be stated. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I mo>e to strike out all after the en

acting clause of the bill, including the amendments adopted, 
and to insert as an amendment what I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. l\fr. President, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to know whether it is competent 

or permissible to strike out, while the Senate is in Committee 
of the Whole, amendments that have just been adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole, and which can not be amended? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As a substitute, it is permissible. 
If the substitute bad been offered before the bill was amended, 
the original text would then have been open to amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; but I was under the impression that 
while we call it a substitute it is really an amendment. and that 
we can not strike out that which we have just adopted. 

ri'he VICE PRESIDE....~T. An amendment can be offered as 
a substitute for the whole bill strildng out all after the enact
ing clause. The Secretary will state the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en
acting clause of the bill as amended and in lieu thereof to in
sert the following : 
• SEC. 1. The act approved August 5, 1909, entitled "An act to pro
vide revenue, equalize duties, hnd encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes," is hereby amended by 'striking out all 
of Sc_hedule I thereof, being paragraphs 313 to 332, inclusive, and in
sertiug in lieu thereof the following : 

SCHEDULE I. COTTON MANUFACTURES. 
313. Cotton card laps, roping, sliver, roving, and cotton thread and 

cotton yarns of all kinds, 20 per cent Jl.d valorem ;· cotton waste and 
flocks. manufactured or otherwise advanced in value, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. · 

314. Cloth made of cotton, or of which cotton is the component mate
rial or chief value, not bleached, 20 per cent ad valorem; bleached, 21 
per cent ad valorem; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 22 
per cent ad valorem. · 

315. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in tbe paragraphs 
of this schedule, unless otherwise specially provided for, shall be held 
to include all woven fabrics of cotton in the piece, or cut in lengths, 
and shall not include any article, finished or unfinished, made from 
cotton cloth. 

316. Cloth, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and silk, or 
artificial silk, whether known as silk striped sleeve lining, silk stripes, 
or otherwise, of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is a component 
material of chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

317. Handkerchiefs, or mufflers composed of" cotton, or of which cot
ton is the component material of chief value, whether in the piece or 
otherwise, and whether fini,hed or unfinished, hemmed or not hemmed, 
30 per cent ad valoram ; if embroidered in any manner, or tamboured, 
appliqued, or trimmed wholly or in part with lace or with tucking or 
insertion. 35 per cent ad valorem. 

318. Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every 
description, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of .which 
cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of chief value, 
35 per cent ad valorem. 

319. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics, cut 
or uncut, composed of cotton, or of which cotton is the component 
material of chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

320. Curtains, table covers, and all articles manufactured of cotton 
chenille, or of which cotton chenille is the component .material of 
chief value; tapestries, and otber Jacquard figured upholstery goods, 
composed wholly of cotton, or of which cotton is the component ma
terial of chief value ; any of the foregoing, in the piece or otherwise, 35 
per cent ad valorem. 

321. Stockings, hose and half hose, made on knitting machines or 
frames, composed of cotton or otber vegetable fiber, or of which cotton 
or other vegetable fiber is the component material of chief value, and 
not otherwise specially provided for in this section, 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

322. Stockings, hose and half hose, selved~ed, fashioned, narrowed, 
or shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by 
hand, including such as are commercially known as seamless stockings, 
hose and half hose, and clocked stockings, hose and half hose, all of 
the above composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which 
cotton or other vegetable fiber is tbe component material of chief value, 
finished or unfinished, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

323. Men's and boys' gloves, knitted or woven, made of . cotton or 
of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

324. Shirts and drawers, pants, vests, union suits, combination suits, 
tights, sweaters, corset covers, and all underwear of every description 
composed of cotton, or of which cotton is the component material of 
chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

325. Bone casings, garters, tire fabric, or fabric suitable for use 
in pneumatic tires, suspenders and braces, and tubing, any of the 
foregoing made of cotton or other vegetable fiber and india rubber, or 
of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of 
chief value; spindle banding, woven, braided, or twisted ; lamp, stove, 
or candle wicking made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which 
cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of chief 
value: loom harness, healds, or collets made of cotton or other vege
table fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component 
material of chief value; boot, shoe, and corset lacings made of cotton 
or other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is 
the component material of <'hief value; labels for garments or other 
articles composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton 
or other vegetable fiber is the component material of chief value; mats, 
matting, rugs, carpets, and carpeting made of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component ma
terial l)f chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. Laces, lace window cur
tains, and all other lace articles ; napkins, wearing apparel, and all 
other articles made wholly or in part of lace or laces, or in imitation 
of lace ; nets, nettings, veils, veilings, neck rufllings, ruchings, tuck
ings, flutings, quillings, embroideries, trimmings, braids, featherstitch 
braids, edgings, insertings, flouncings, galloons, gorings, bands, band
ings, belts, belting, bindings, cords, ornaments, ribbons, tapes, webs.; 
and webbing; wearing apparel and other articles or fabrics embroidered 
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in any manner, or tamboured, appliqued, or scalloped, or from which 
threads have been drawn, cut, or punched to produce open work, orna
mented or embroidered in any manner herein described; hemstitched 
or tucked flouncings or skirtings ; all of the foregoing, composed of 
cotton or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 
35 per cent ad yalorem. Belting for machinery, made of cott?n or 
other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the 
component material of chief value, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

326. Cotton table damask and manufactures o! cotton table damask, 
or of which cotton table damask is the component material of chief 
value, not specially provided for in this section, 33 per cent ad v:tlorem. 

327. All articles made from cotton cloth, whether finished or un
finished, and all manu!actures of cotton, or of which cotton is the 
component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this 
stction, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

323. All artificial or inlitation silk or artifici::tl or imitation horse
hair, by whatever name known or by whate>cr process made, and all 
fabrics and articles composed wholly or in chief value of artifici11J or 
imitation ~ilk, or artificial or imitation horsehair, sh:i.ll be subject to 
the same rat.es of duty as like articles or manufactures made of cotton. 

SEC. 2. The act approved August 5, 190!), entmed "An act to pro
'i'ide revenue, equalize duties, and encouraze tlle industries of the 
United States, and for other -purposes," is hereby amended as follows : 

Strike out the word "cotton " whenever used in Schedule J, entitled 
" Bchednle J. Flax, Hemp, and Jute, an<l Manufactures of." 

Strike out all of paragraph 350. 
Strike out all of paragraph 405. 
SEC. 3. That on and after the day when this act slln.11 go into effeet 

nll goods, wares, and merchandise previously irnporteu, and hereinbe
fore enumerated, described, and provided for, for which no entry has 
been made, and ~II such goods, wares, and merchandis~ previously en
tered witllcut payment of duty and under bonu fot• warehousing-, trans
portation, or any other purpose, for whicb no permit o:! delivery to the 
in:porter O!" his agent has been issued, sh:ill be subjected to the unties 
imposed by this act and no other dut.v, upon the entry or the with
drawal thereof. 

SEC. 4. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with the provisions 
o! this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. This act shall take 
etrect and be in force on and after the 1st day of October, 1911. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment in the nature of a substitnte. 

Mr. LA FOLLET'l1E. Mr. President, the amendment which I 
have offered proposes reductions in existing duties, and, on the 
whole, reductions less than those proposed in the House bill. 
It is well for us, Mr. President, at the outset of whatever dis
cussion there may be before the final vote is taken in Com
mittee of the Whole, to speak plainly, 

The Democrats, contending for a reduction of the tariff to a 
revenue basis, are in control of the House of Representatives; 
they are not in control of the Senate; they are a minority 
here; and they can not hope to enforce upon this body a tariff 
bill based upon a tariff for revenue principle. They haYe had 
the opportunity to demonstrate in the House of Representatives 
the line to which they would reduce the tariff if they con
trolled both branches of Congress. They have sent to the 
United States Senate a bill revising the cotton schedule. It 
comes here to a body in which there is a diversity of views. The 
Democrats are in the minority; the Republicans are in the 
majority; but upon the tariff question the Republicans are 
divided. A majority of the Republicans in the United States 
Senate would not-and I think I do not misrepresent their 
position-make any reduction in the duties as they are fixed by 
the Payne-Aldl·ich law. There are a few Republicans here, 
12 or 13, who believe that the increased duties made in the 
tariff revision of 1909 were a violation of the Republican plat
form pledges; who believe that tariff duties should in no case 
be greater than the difference in the cost of production here 
and abroad; taking into consideration always the differences 
existing in the condition of labor in this country as compared 
to that of competing foreign countries. 

Capital can well take care of itself, but the laborer is power
less, is helpless, and upon him falls the first tariff reductions 
that go below th~ line of the difference in the cost of production 
here and abroad. Capital is strong enough to protect itself 
always. If anybody suffers it is the laborer. Believing, as the 
group of men in the Senate called Progressives believe, that a 
tariff is necessary to the preservation of the higher condition 
of life which surrounds labor in this country as compared with 
competing countries, we can not consent, Mr. President, to a 
reduction of tariff duties below what we believe a safe margin, 
measuring the difference in the cost of production here and 
abroad. 

That difference in cost is chiefly, almost wholly I believe, 
the difference in the labor cost. It is not so great as has been 
represented. The datn benring upon this point has been largely 
furnished heretofore by interested parties. During the consid
eration of tariff bills they ha.ve appeared before the congres
sional committees :mu, as a rule, their statements as to the 
difference in the cost of labor in this and the competing point 
abroad haye been accepted. 

Mr. President, two years ago I was amazed to find that many 
of the same statistics that had been used before the McKinley 
Ways and Means Committee, of which I was a member, away 
ba'.!k in 1889 and 1890, were given weight in the last Congress 

in the hearings before the House committee; and yet the wage 
scale of foreign labor has been steadily ad-rnncing through all 
those years. But, Mr. President, the most authentic informa
tion available bearing on the question proves that there is a 
difference in labor cost. The report of the Moseley Commission, 
which visited this country a few years ago-a commission com
posed of representatirns of the different industries of Great 
Britain, disinterested men, who themselves worked in the fac
tories and who were sent here on a tour of inspection-shows 
that the difference in labor cost measures the difference in pro
duction cost in this and competing countries. Recognizing this 
difference the progressive Republicans on this side can not 
consent to a tariff reduction which cuts below the line fixed 
by such information as we have at the present time. 

I confess that this is not all that can be said with reference 
to the cost of production. Many complex questions enter into an 
accurate determination of production cost, and it is for that 
reason that progressive Republicans here and in the other 
branch of Congress contended in the last session and have 
urged for years the establishment of a tariff commission, 
clothed with adequate power, a permanent nonpartisan com
mission composed of experts competent to determine the ques
tion. Brit, as I say, Mr. President, we know from the .infor
mation that is available that in order to protect the laborer 
of this country we must preserve a line of difference. The Re
publicans upon this side, standing for tariff reductions-in so 
far as we have offered amendments reducing tariff schedules
have sought to frame them in the light of the best information 
existent at the present time. We believe that we have done 
that; and it finds us on a different tariff level than that fixed 
by the House of Representatives. 

l\Ir. President, first of all let us consider our responsibility 
to the public. It is to be determined here within the next hour 
or two whether the Democrats a.nd the progressive Republicans 
can agree upon some measure that will offer relief to the people 
of this country upon the cotton schedule and such additions 
to it as we may be able to make. The Democrats have demon
strated their position according to principle on the bill which 
they have passed through the Democratic House of Representa
tives and now before the Senate. They can go to the country 
and say, "These are the tariff reductions which we would give 
the people if we had the majority power in both branches of 
Congress. The bill we have passed in the House of Representa
tives indicates the level at which we would fix duties upon our 
first tariff revision, but being a minority in the Senate we could 
accomplish no legislation excepting as we joined with those 
who were in favor of reducing the present high duties, and 
thus did our part toward lifting some of the burdens from the 
people of this country." 

Mr. President, the Democrats have demonstrated their ad
herence to the tariff principle. The progressive Republicans 
haye their principle, and must demonstrate here on this floor 
and in their vote upon this schedule, their adherence to that 
principle. And we ask you to join with us and to support this 
great reduction provided for in the amendment which I have 
submitted, a reduction which in round numbers amounts to 
48 per cent below existing duties. In view of the Democratic 
platform which pledged, as I remember it, gradual tariff reduc
tions, you would be entirely consistent, it seems to me, in giving 
your support to this very material reduction in the existing 
duties of the cotton schedule. 

Mr. President, I would not mislead any of my friends upon 
the Democratic side. In my amendment I have not sought to 
effect a compromise between a tariff for revenue and a protec
frrn tariff. I have no duty fixed in this proposed amendment 
lower than what I believe will be necessary to measure the 
difference represented in the level of the conditions surround
ing labor in this and competing foreign countries. 

1\~ow, I wish to speak more definitely as to the amendment 
proposed. 

According to the preliminary report of the Census Bureau 
for 1910 the value of products, exclusive of knit goods and 
hosiery, manufactured in the cotton .industry was $616,297,000, 
as against $442,451,000 in 1905 and $332,806,000 in 1900, or an 
increase of 85 per cent during the last decade and nearly 40 
per c~nt during the last five years. 

The cotton industry in this country has enjoyed such pro
tection of its mai·kets that it has gone on and on expanding and 
filling the field of production until in 10 years it shows an 
increase of 85 per cent. 

The wages paid out in the cotton industry in the year 1909 
were $129,768,088. That is to say, the labor cost constituted 
21 per cent of the total cost of the products. This bears out 

'the generally accepted estimate that the labor cost does not 
exceed 25 per cent of the total cost of cotton goods. With free 



1911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 4059 
raw material, even if providing for a protection· of 10Q per 
cent on the labor cost, this could not justify a duty higher than 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

For the reasons which I indicated when discussing my amend
ment to the woolen schedule I propose in the amendment that 
I offer at this time to err on the safe side and to give the 
manufacturer the benefit of any doubt, thu~ preventing the 
possibility of too sudden a change in the condition surrounding 
the cotton manufacturing industry. 

E·ren if we knew the exact line ·of difference in the American 
and foreign production cost, with the excessive duties we have 
maintained in this country so many years, it might produce too 
great a transition and result in too great a shock at one step to 
make the complete reduction necessary to come to the proper 
level of duties. But I do not think there should be any extended 
interval between these reductions, and I think we should act 
with all possible hn.ste, considering economic and financial con
ditions in this country. Reductions in duties should be made 
step by step until we reach a basis measuring the exact dif
ference in the cost of production. 

The amendments submitted by me, therefore, are designed 
to provide for a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem on cotton yarns 
ann thread ; 20 per cent on unbleached cotton cloth; · 21 per 
cent on bleached; 22 per cent on dyed, printed, and otherwise 
finished cotton cloth, and 35 per cent ad valorem on manu
factured articles made from cotton cloth. 

The present a'Terage rate on eotton yarns and thread is a 
fraction over 32 per cent! representing a range of fl•om 10 per 
cent to 76 per cent. The rate proposed would, therefore, result 
in an average reduction of 12 per cent ad valorem. Thns the 
effect of the proposed amendment would be to raise the duty on 
certain kinds of yarn, and to lower it on many kinds of which 
this country produces but little, if at all. In the case of the 
large and prosperous mills which spin their own yarn, the 
change in the duty will have no effect, since they are not 
obliged to buy their yarn in tbe market. As regards the smaller 
mills and most of the knitting mills which buy their yarns in 
the market, the reduction of 12 per cent ad valorem of the aver
age duty on yarns should be of advantage. There is no reason 
why it should affect detrimentally the interests of the yarn 
spinners, since the proposed rate is more than sufficient to cover 
the difference in the cost of proauction in this country and 
abroad. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, we imported less 
than $10.000.000 worth of cotton cloth of all kinds and exported 
over $20,000,000 .worth. The cloth exported was sold in ori
ental and South American countries in competition with Eng
land, Germany, and other leading European countries under 
conditions of absolute equality where the American manufac
turers had no tariff to protect them from the competition of 
those countries. It can not be contended that the American 
manufacturer, protected by a duty of 22 per cent ad valorem 
on the finished cloth, in addition to the cost of freight which 
the foreign manufacturer has to bear in shipping his goods to 
this countlT, and by his proximity to the domestic consumer, 
his knowledge of his tastes, and complete command of the 
market, can be in the slightest danger of losing the American 
market to foreign competitors. 

The average duty under the present act on cotton cloth is a 
fraction over 43 per cent. The proposed rates, speaking of the 
one item in the bill, would represent an average reduction of 
21 per cent ad valorem. The loss in revenue under the pro
po"ed rates, on the basis of the importations for the year 1910, 
would amount to less than $900,000 in the case of cloth and 
some $200,000 for thread and yarn, or a total loss of $1,100,000, 
or about one-third of 1 per cent of the total revenue collected 
from customs. 

The adoption of the ·proposed amendment introducing an ad 
valorem rate for all cotton cloths would eliminate at one stroke 
the complex cotton-cloth schedule which has given rise to end
less litigation in the past, inYolving the Government and the 
importers in the expediture of millions of dollars, all of which 
is ultimately paid by the people of the country. It would ex
pedite and simplify the co11ection of the revenue. The greater 
part of the present liti.gation over customs matters is caused 

- by disputes over textile schedules, and especially the cotton 
schedule. 

Coming down to the details of the amendments proposed : 
Paragraph 313 is to be greatly simplified by providing for a 

tluty of 20 per cent ad rnlorem on cotton card laps, roping, 
sliYer, roYing, and cotton thread, and yarns of all kinds. This 
eliminates paragraph 314 of the present act. 

The exceedingly complicated classification of cotton cloth 
proYided for in paragraphs 315, 316, 317, 318, 319, and 320 is 

to be done away with by the substitution of a sunple provision 
which reads as follows in the proposed amendment : 

Paragraph 314. Cloth made of cotton, or of which cotton is 
the component material of chief value, not bleached, 20 per cent 
ali valorem ; bleached, 21 per cent ad valorem ; dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, 22 per cent ad valorem. 
·Paragraph 321 (new paragraph 316), referring to clQth com

posed of cotton and silk, but chiefly of cotton, is to be changed 
to provide a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. This duty is to 
apply to articles containing silk in whi~h cotton is the com
ponent material of chief value. If the silk added to it even as 
a minor element considerably raises its value, the duty will be 
correspondingly raised since the application of the ad valorem 
rate will automatically result in a much higher specific duty on 
this article than that on cloth composed entirely of cotton. In 
the second place, raw silk is admitted as freely to this cquntry 
as is raw cotton. No question, therefore, of a compensatory 
duty iS' involved in this item. In the third place, the duty I 
propose would be unifol'"m with the other rates of the cotton 
schedule. 

Paragraph 322 (new paragraph 317) relates to handkerchiefs 
and mufflers composed of cotton, or of which cotton is the 
component material of chief value. 

" Handkerchiefs" is but another form of cloth, and there is no 
reason why it should be subject to a different rate of duty than 
cloth. The present average ad valorem equivalent on handker
chiefs, according to the report of the Bureau of Statistics, from 
which I have already quoted, is 59 per cent. The proposed duty 
would therefore amount to a reduction of 29 per cent ad valorem, 
which is more than justified in the light of the insignificant im
portations, which amounted to $453,000 in round numbers in 
1910. The amended paragraph also provides for a duty of 35 
per cent on handkercJi.iefs and mufflers embroidered or trimmed 
with lace. 

Paragraph 323 of the present act, which provoked so much 
indignation at the time of the enactment of the present tariff 
by providing for extra duties on mercerized cloth, extra duties 
for so-called lappets, or extra filling threads in forming a figure 
on the cloth, is to be entirely eliminated. With the tariff placed 
on an ad valorem basis, there is no necessity for specific pro· 
vision to that effect. If the presence of lappets or mercerization 
increases the value of the cloth the same ad valorem i:ate will 
automatically yield a larger duty, as the value of the cloth is 
increased. 

Paragraph 324 (new paragraph-318) which, in the present act, 
provides for a duty of 50 per cent ad valorem on clothing and 
wearing apparel made of cotton, is to be changed by providing 
for a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem, resulting in a reduction of 
15 per cent ad valorem, or 30 per cent below the present duty. 

Again, what I have said elsewhere as to the automatic in
crease of the duty under the ad valorem system with the in
crease in the value of the article on which it is imposed, applies 
in this case. 

The same consideration applies to other manufactures of 
cotton, such as plushes, velvets, curtains, and tapestries, which 
are dealt with in paragraphs 319 and 320 in tbe proposed 
amendment. 

We now come to hosiery, which in the present ta.riff act is 
provided for in paragraph 327, imposing a duty of 30 per cent 
ad valorem, and in paragraph 328, imposing various specific 
rates on hosiery classified according to value. 

.My amendment calls for a uniform duty of 35 per cent ad 
valorem on all hosiery under paragraph 328 (new para·graph 
322) and leaves unchanged the 30 per cent duty under para
graph 327 (new paragraph 321). 

1\lr. President, I do not object to conversation in the Cham
ber, if it is just in a little lower tone; and I ask the Chair to 
suggest to Senators who are conversing that they speak in a 
little lower tone. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that is a very 
considerate suggestion on the part of the Senator from Wiscon
sin, and it should be complied with. All Senators desiring to 
carry on conversation kindly do so in the lowest possible tone 
of voice. 

Mr. BORAH. Or not at all. 
The VICE PRESIDE~TT. Or not at all. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The report of the census for 1909 

shows that in hosiery, as in the case of other cotton goods, the 
wages do not exceed 25 per cent of the total value of the 
product. The proposed rate of 35 per cent ad valorem should 
therefore prove as amply protective in the case of hosiery as 
in that of cloths and other cotton goods. The same considera
tion applies to gloves, shirts, and other knitted underwear, for 
which I have provided in the amendment, under paragraphs 
323 and 324. 
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Paragraph 330 of the present act (new paragraph 325), re
' a ting to a great variety of cotton wares and specialties, has 
retained on the whole the wording of that paragraph, but I 
have substituted a uniform duty of 35 per cent ad valorem on 
all articles, except belting for machinery, made of cotton or of 
which cotton is the component material of chief value, on which 
the present act imposes a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem and 
which I have retained intact. 

To the articles already contained under the present wording 
of thnt paragraph I have added a provision that rugs, carpets, 
anu mats made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which 
cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of 
chief value, shall be dutiable at 35 per cent ad valorem. At 
present these goods are provided for in paragraph 393 of the 
woolen schedule, where they do not logically belong, subject to 
a duty of 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The propo ed rate will therefore result in a reduction c;f 15 
per cent ad valorem, or 30 per cent below the present rate. 'In 
addition to · these, the amended paragraph enumerates spe
cifically lace and articles made of or trimmed with lace and 
various trimmings and embroideries all made of cotton or in 
chief value of cotton to be dutiable at 35 per cent ad valorem. 
Under the present act these articles are dutiable under para
graphs 349 and 350 of the flax schedule at 60 per cent and 70 
per cent a·d valorem. There is no reason why goods made of 
cotton should be tucked away in the flax schedule, along with 
similar articles made of linen and silk. So far as the pro
posed rate of 35 per cent ad valorem is concerned, it is more 
than ample as a protection measure, if it is considered that 
the census of 1905 shows that the entire labor cost in the manu
facture of lace is equal to 26 per cent of the total cost of 
manufacture of lace. In other words, the proposed rate, though 
cutting the present rates in half, is 9 per centJn excess of the 
total labor cost and exceeds by much moi·e than that the dif
ference in cost at home and abroad. 

Paragraph 331 (new paragraph 326) .. For the reasons ex
plained in connection with the other cotton goods, the present 
duty of 40 per cent on cotton table damask is reduced to 35 per 
cent in the proposed amendment of that paragraph. 

The present duty of 45 per cent ad valorem on all manufac
tures of cotton provided for in paragraph 332 of the present 
act is likewise reduced to 35 per cent in paragraph 327 in the 
proposed amendements. 

Finally, new paragraph 328 provides for the imposition of the 
same rate of 35 per cent ad valorem on all goods made of arti
ficial or imitation silk or imitation horsehair. Neither imita
tion silk nor imitation horsehair belong logically to the silk 
schedule, to which they have been attached under the Payne
Aldrich Act in paragraph 405. It is more logical to class them 
with cotton, as they are made of a cheap fiber known as cellu
lose, artificially derived from wood or straw, and are made for 
people who can not afford to buy real silk. 

It is just that thing, .!\Ir. President, that is bringing the 
whole protective tariff system to the verge of destruction. 
Some of the worst enemies of a legitimate protective tariff are 
to be found within the Republican Party-the men who have 
imposed upon the people of this country exorbitant and extor
tionate duties, resorting to every trick of language in framing 
tariff schedules as to conceal here and there provisions that 
result in enriching manufacturers at the expense of the people 
of this country. 

The transfer of these goods to the cotton schedule involves 
the repeal of paragraph 405, which is provided for in section 6 
of the proposed amendment. 

Without attempting to revise the flax schedule at this time, 
the overhauling of the cotton schedule makes it imperative to 
eliminate from the flax schedule all the provisions which sub
ject cotton goods to duties originally meant for articles made of 
linen. Section 6 of my proposed amendment provides for 
striking out the word "cotton" wherever used in the flax 
schedule. This provision along with the amendments to the 
cotton schedule which I have proposed will restore all goods 
made of cotton or of which cotton is the component material of 
chief value to tbe cotton schedule, known as Schedule I, where 
they belong. 

The onJy other change proposed by me to Schedule J, or the 
flax schedule, is to strike out entirely paragraph 350, which 
provides for a duty of 'iO per cent on all laces and embroideries 
made on the Lever or Gothrough machines. This provision was 
not contained in any of our older tariffs. Under the Dingley 
tariff all laces were subject to certain duties irrespective of the 
machines on which they were made. Neither the bill as intro
duced by Mr. Payne in the House nor as originally reported to 
the Senate by Mr. Aldrich contained that paragraph. At a 
later stage, howe1er, it was inserted, providing for a duty of 

70 per cent on laces made on the Lever and Gothrough machines, 
as against 60 per cent on · those made on other machines or by 
hand, and an additional protection was offered to manufacturers 
of lace under paragraph 197, putting the Lever and Gothrough 
lace-making machines on the free list up to January 1, 1911. 
During the 17 months the machines have remained on the free 
list nearly three million dollars' worth of these machines were 
imported by American lace makers, but the extra duty of 10 
per cent ad valorem over and above the duty on lace made on 
other machines or by hand still remains. There is no reason 
why extra protection should be granted on lace made on a 
machine which saves more labor than other machines. If any
thing, the duty should be less. 'l'he only favor the manufac
turers can reasonably ask for is to be given access to these 
machines, which are not made in this country. 

Mr. President, the changes which I have proposed with re ·pect 
to flax and silk are not found in the pending House bill. It is a 
matter which, I presume, chanced to be overlooked there. 

Now, summing up the proposed changes in just a few words, 
the average ad valorem rate on all cotton goods, including arti
ficial silk, is to be reduced under the proposed amendments 
from 55.59 per cent under the present act to 28.94 per cent, 
representing a reduction of 26.65 per cent ad valorem and over 
52 per cent below the present rate. It is difficult to estimate 
the effect these reductions would have · upon the revenue de
rived by the Government from these sources. A reduction of 
duty may result in an increase of importations which will not 
only offset the reduction in rate but bring in a larger revenue 
than the old higher rate did. Of course this is not always the 
case, since the manufacturers may reduce their price to the 
consumer and thereby prevent increased importations from 
abroad. What usually happens and what would probably hap
pen if the proposed amendments were adopted would be a 
combination of both conditions, and it is impossible to foretell 
what the ultimate effect upon the revenue would be. 

As against a possible loss of i·evenue to the Government, what 
benefit awaits the consumer as a result of the proposed changes 
in duties? 

I arrive at this reduction in the following manner: I have 
computed the foreign value, assuming that the domestic price 
was increased by the amount of the duty. Adding to the 
amount of our domestic proauction of cotton manufactures in 
1909, as given by the Census Bureau, the amount of imports 
for the same year, and deducting from that the amount of our 
exports, we have a net consumption of cotton manufactures 
valued at $839,000,000. The proposed reduction of duty under 
the cotton schedule is 26.65 per cent ad valorem. Assuming that 
the price to the consumer is to be reduced to the same extent, 
this would give a reduction to the consumer of over $150,000,000. 

Now, Mr. President, that, stated roughly, is the effect of the 
amendment which I propose. I think it has been rather a hope
ful sign to the people of this country that after the Democratic 
Party had demonstrated its party principle in the House of 
Representatives as on the wool schedule, it joined in the Senate 
with those who stood ready to make reductions and go as low 
as they could possibly go in order to give the largest measure 
of relief attainable to the people of this country. I believe that 
the action of the Senate on the woolen schedule met with .the 
approval of all right-thinking people in this country. 

But, Mr. President, I regret that as we approach the con
sideration of the cotton schedule a different condition appears 
in the Senate. Woolen manufacture lies principally in the 
North-cotton principally in the South. A majority of the 
mills of this country are in the South. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Not the spindles. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. More than half of the cotton mills of 

tWs country, as shown by the census, are located in the South. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I admit that, but I spoke as to the spindles. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I speak as to the mills. 
Mr. OVERMAN. That is, as to the number of mills? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir; I am giving the number of 

mil1s. 
:Mr. OVERMAN. But not as to the spindles. 
:Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I heard no complaint, Mr. President, 

from anyone upon the Democratic side that we were making 
too great haste in reduction of the duties upon woolens. I 
heard no suggestion, sir, from anyone upon the Democratic side 
that we were not taking account of th~ cost of chemicals, in i:::o 
far as <>.hemicals are involved in the manufacture of woolens, 
and that there should be reductions in U1e chemical schedule 
at the same time and as a part of the reductions in the woolen 
schedule. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senn tor allow an interruption? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
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Mr. WAnREN. I will ask the Senator iif, in his wide expe

rience in regard to these matters of wool and cotton, w which 
he has .evidently giY<en great attention, the woolen manufacturer 
does not ha;\""e to use a larger _proportion or a ia~er quantity 
in co t of chemicals than the cotton manufacturer in prndueing 
his product? 

l\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I think, Mr. President, there is no doubt 
about that. 

Mr. WARREN. It commences witb the scour:ing of the woo] 
and goes all the way through, and yet no effort m this direction 
was made to protect the woolen manufaeturer. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It goes clear through the whole :proce~s. 
Nmv, Mr. P1~sident, I do not propose to indulge in strictrrre . 

But I appeal to the Democratic side to support the propm:ea 
change in the cotton schedule exactly as 'J'"OU supported the 
wool schedule as a practical legislative proposition, notwith
standing the fact that there are in .Alabama 51 cotton mills, in 
Georgia ll6, in Korth Carolina 281, and in South Carolina. 147. 
Out of a total of 1,323 eotton mills ill this country therC' are 
673, or more than one-half of them, located in Southern States. 

i\Ir. President, I hope when the :finn1 -vote jS1 taken thut the 
record of the Senate will n-0t show tbe attitude of the Demo
cratic Party to be different with respeet to tariff affecting in
dustries located in the South than their position regarding in
dustr:ies located chiefly in the North. We ha\e .rui opportunity 
to make reductions here that will greatly relieve t.he people of 
this country from the extortionate duties imp0sed upon them 
under the Payne-Aldrich law-nel'er justified, as we contend. 

l\lr. President, I appeal to the patriotism of Senators on this 
floor to unite upon .some ·basis which will in a measure remove 
these excessi\e tariff duties. 

Mr. OVERl\IAN. If the Senator has it, ·he will give the 
whole number of spindles. 

.l\Ir.. LA FOLLETTE. The data filrnished to me by the Cen
sus Bureau is as follows: 

"The number of cotton mills in the United States, according to the 
latest returns made to the Census Office, was 1,323 in the year 1909. 
Of these 673, or more than one-half, were located in the Southern 
States. The cotton mills located in the Southern States are as follows: 
Alabama____________________________________ 51 
Arkanqas~-------------------------------------------------- 2 Georgia _____ . ________________________ :_ ___________ 116 

KentuckY---------------------------------------- 4 
Louisiana--------------------------------------- 2 

~HrJ~{ifoi~~===========~~~~~================== 2

11 South Carolina----------------------------------- 147 Tennessee_______________________________________________ 1~ 

Texas - ----------------------------------·--------------- 13 
Virginia-----------------·-------------------------- 10 

salt, and other articles; recedes from its amend:mffit to the 
amendment !Qf the Senate No. 8, and agrees to the same; and 
recedes from its disagreement to tbe amendments of the Senate 
Nos. 5 and 7, with amendments, in which !it requested the con
currence of the .Senate. 

'THE FREE LIST. 

The VJCE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate tbe amend
ments of the House of Representatives to the amendments of 
the Scrutte Nos. 5 .and 'l to the bill (H. R. 4413) to pluee on the 
free list agricultural implements, cotton bagging, cotton ties, 
leather, boots and shoes, fence wire, meats, -cereals, flour, bread, 
timbm::, lumber, sewing machines, salt, and other a.rtieles, which 
were, in amendment No. n, line 4, to strike out the word "co.rn," 
and in a.mendme:nt No. 7., line 4, to strike out the word "corn." 

l\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments. 

The .motion was agreed to~ 
Mr. HEYBURN subsequently said: 1\Ir. President, rui .hour 

ago, when the amendments to what is k'Ilown as the farmers' 
free-list bill came from the House of Re_presentatives and were 
pre ented to the Senate for its action, there was no roll call -0r 
demand for a roll call. I merely rise to .register myself against 
the action that was taken, having bad no opportunity to vote 
upon the question. 

NEW J.IBXICO A.ND .ARIZONA. 

l\fr. S IITH of Michigan_ I am directed by th~ Committee 
on Territories to report a joint resolution for the admission of 
the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona as States into tbe 
Union upon an equal footing with tbe original States. 

The joint !'eso11Ition (S . . J. Il.es. 57) to enable the people of 
New .Mexico to form :a constitution and State government and 
be admitted in.to the Union on an equal footing with the origi
nal States, and to enable the people of Arizona to form a con
stitution and State government and be admitted into the Union 
upon an equal footing with the original States, was read twice 
by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will . be placed 
on the calendaT. 

THE COTTON SCHEDULE. 

Tbe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed tbe con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12812) to reduce tbe duties on 
manufactures of cotton. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, mer what has transpired here this 
morning, as far as I am coneerned, I do not propose to leave any 
possible implication that, if a.n arrangement was made with Sena
tors upon the other side who are opposed to tariff reduction by 
the terms of which they were to -absent themselves from the 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. . Chamber to the end that amendments might be adopted and 
A mes age from tbe President of the United States, by Mr. the cotton bill finally killed, such arrangement was made 

Latta, executiTe clerk, announced that the President had ap- with. my knowledge or ·consent. I do not t:now what may have 
proTed and signed the following acts: taken place, but I say to the -progressive Republicans, and 1 

On August 16, 1911: say to the stand-pat Republicans and to the country, that so 
S.1.44. An act to legalize a bridge a.cross the Pend Oreille far as the Democrats are concerned-and I speak for every 

Riler, in Stevens County, Wasb.; man on this side of the Chamber who attended our conferences-
S. 850. An act to amend an act entitled ''.An act to legalize .and no such agreement or aTrangement was authorized. Speaking 

establish a pontoon railway bridge n.cross the Mi sissippi River for myself, if an agreement of the character indicated was 
at Prairie du Chien, and to authorize the construction of a entereu into, I distinctJy and unequiToca1Iy repudiate it. 
similar bridge at or near Clinton, Iowa," approved June 6, I haye noticed for some time in one of the Washington daily 
1874; papers an attempt to fasten the name "the unholy alliance", 

S.1627. An act to authorize the eonstruction, maintenance, upon tbe Democrats and the progressive Republicans. That 
and uperation of a bridge across and over the Arkansas River, statement, I presume, is based upon the fact that we have 
and for other -purposes ; voted together in same instances when we had to Tote together 

S. 2878. An act to authorize the Chien.go, Lake Shore & East- 1n order to nccamp1ish anything. I neTer make complaint at 
em Railway Co. to con truct a bridge across the Calumet Ri\er, the Tiitticism of a newspaper wrlter, but I want to say now · 
in tlle State of Indi:rnn; that if the p1·ess is looking for something in the nature of a 

S. 2932. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury~ real , simon-p.ure, b10'wn-in-the-bott1e, all-wool-and-a-ya.rd-wide 
in his discretion, to ell tb.e old :vost-office and courthouse build- unholy alliance, it wou1d be found in a combination between 
ing at Charleston, W. Ya., and, in the e-rent of such sal e. to any 1hing_ ~emocrat and tho e who are willing to perpetuate 
enter into a contract for the construction of a suitabJe post-office the enornut1es of the Payne-Aldrich tariff Jaw. 
and courthouEc building at Charleston, W. Yu., without addi- I trust nothing of this kind has transpired; I trust tbat the 
tional cost to the GoYemment of the United States; and Senator from Kan as and the Senator from California are mis-

s. 3152. An act extending the time of payment to certain taken in their inferences, nnd tlmt in fact fhere bas been no 
homesteaders in the Rosebud lndian Resenation, in the State attempt made to kill this cotton bill by loading it down with 
of "Sout11 Dakotn. , any kind of amendments intended to kill it. 

Ur. TIRISTOW. 1\Ir. President--
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. . The YICE PilESIDEXT. -Will the Senator from l\Iissourl 

A message from the Hou..c:ie of Representatives, by J. C. South, yield to tlle Senator from Kansas? 
its Chief Clerk, a~nounced that the Hon e had agreed t-0 the re- 1\Ir. REED. I do; certainly. 
port of the co:;.mmttee of conference on the disngreeing Totes of ::\Ir. BRISTOW. I de$i re to say to the Senator from Mis-
tbe two Houses on the mnendments of the Senate to the bill souri tllat there is no possible mistake on my imrt. There are 
(H. R. 4413) to place on the free Ust. n.gricultnral implements, l n uurnber -0f Senators llere who beard the com·ersation and 
cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots nnd sho.es, fence wire, heard other Senators state why they were abstaining 'from 
ments, cer~als, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, yoting. 
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Mr. REED. The Senator from Kansas will pardon me, but If the President takes that indefensible position, and persists 
I prefer to pass on without further reference to this very tm- in it; if he has the temerity to say to the legislative brunch 
pleasant subject. of the National Government, "You shall not act on these great 

Mr. President, what seems to me to be the plain duty of this public matters until the good will and the good time of a board 
Congress is to remain here in session and revise e-rery schedule composed of five men shall permit you to act," he will condemn 
of the tariff with due deliberation, with the extremest care, but himself. If he stubbornly persists in thus placing a mere 
with a fixed determination to finish the work, and to do it at board above Congress, and refuses to allow the representati'rcs 
the present session of Congress. I say now to those Senators of the Nation to proceed with the public business, such con
who pay me the compliment of their attention that the difficulty duct would warrant his impeachment as the enemy of the 
confronting us at this hour arises largely from the anxiety to American Constitution and the American Republic. 
quit a job when that job is half finished. It is true the Presi- I, sir, giye more credit to the President than to believe he 
dent called this extra session because he wanted to have passed will take so monstrous a position. If he does not, then what 
a reciprocity bill with Canada, but it is also true that the mo- is our plain duty? It is to sit here in council and revise this 
ment we were convened in session the responsibility devolved tariff bill to the best of our ability; to send it to him schedule 
upon the two branches of Congress to perform their duty to by schedule; and then, if he can send to us messages conyincing 
the public with reference to any public business. us of our error, we will yield; or if he send to us a me snge 

Every man who has studied the tariff at all knows that you that simply bars our progress on one reduction, we mu ·t stop 
can scarcely touch one schedule without making it necessary to on that one matter; but such a mes..,age furnishes no reason 
revise other schedules. So every man understands that when why we shall yield the duties, the prerogatires, and the rights 
we changed the tariff relations between ourselves and the Do- of the Congress of the United States. 
minion of Canada it became necessary as a matter of justice I have no patience with a man who will not fight until the 
and equity that we should go further and pass other measures last ditch on any proposition of right. I have nothing but con
as a complement to the reciprocity bill. tempt for any body of men -n·ho will go whining from the field 

That meant, Mr. President, the enactment of the free list. of duty at the first sign of 011position. 
Every man who voted for the free ·ust knew that as he had Ah, there was a day, l\Ir. President, when men stood in this 
put certain articles of manufacture upon the free list he ought Cbrunber and in the other end of this Capitol who insisted that 
to go further and at least reduce the tariff upon those materials the legislative department of the Government was the depart
used by the manufacturer, whose goods had been placed upon ment that created law and levied taxe . They stood here and 
the free list. So haying "put our hands to the plow" it was contended without the permission of any President. '.rhey re
our duty to go on "without turning back." fused to surrender the rights of tlleir people simply because a 

Now, Mr. President, having accomplished a part of the work, President dared to say them nay. 
anxiety to get away from this Chamber, to seek the cool lakes of I appeal to the Democrats. You and I, sir, have gone up 
the North or the seashores of the East, the desire to be relieved and down this country and on a thousand platforms have de
from labor that has, of course, been burdensome, is leading .Mem- clared that the "special interests" wrote the Payne-Aldrich 
bers to undertake at this time to interfere with what they would tariff law. We declared it to be a measure so iniquitous, so 
otherwise have considered the orderly course of procedure. outrageous, so inexcusable, that it amounted to nothing more 

Had we all been willing to remain, this is what would have than legalized pocketpick:ing. We told the people they were the 
occurred: The cotton bill would have reached here in due course. victims of this oppressive and dishonest scheme of plunder. 
'l'here would have been the certainty that it would be followed We said to tQ.em, "If you do but girn to us the badge of au
by other bills from the House. A bill reducing the steel and thority we will fight your battle for you." We did not say we 
iron schedule would have arrived in due course. We would will fight when the snow is on the ground and enlist for a 
have known absolutely that it would be followed by a bill re- winter campaign alone. We did not say we would contend 
ducing the tariff upon chemicals. That would have arrived only when the breezes were soft and sweet and scented with 
here in due course, and we ·would have known that it would the breath of the flowers of springtime. We did not tell them 
be followed by other bills reaching all the other schedules of the we would be summer soldiers and sunshine patriots. We said 
tariff. .And so we could have well sat here upon the Demo- we would stand and fight for them, and as they suffered we 
cratic side and asked the Democrats to support these House would suffer with them and contend for them to the end. And 
measures as they came, and insisted that the insurgent Repub- now you want to adjourn this body that you may go home to 
licans should do no more than to amend each measure so as to the fleshpots of your native States. 
increase the tariff to a point where they could vote for the bill. I say that, so far as I am concerned, I will vote to stay here 
They would have had no right to add to it other schedules and until the people's wrongs are righted, even though this extra 
matters foreign to the subject matter of the bill before us. 1 session should run into the regular session of next winter and 

But in order to get away, in order that we may lay down our that should extend until the law adjourns us on the 4th of 
duties, we are willing here now to add to the cotton bill a large March, 1913. Then I will be willing to quit and welcome the 
number of schedules that ought to have received the distinct Democratic President, who shall come bearing deliYerance in 
and careful consideration of each House and that ought to have his hands. 
been passed as separate measures. I protest against these There is another class of men who want to adjourn. They 
methods. I protest against adjournment. I call upon every are those who are typified by the defendant of the criminal at 
man who loves his country better than he considers his own the bar of justice. There has never been a lawyer yet who 
ease, who would rather serv.e his people than consult his own stood to defend a guilty wretch against the law's strong hand 
convenience, to stay here and finish this work-to finish it now. but always applied for a continuance. So the defenders of 

We are told that the President proposes to veto all tariff the Payne-Aldrich tariff law are asking for a continuance until 
legislation that may be presented at this session. I do not next fall. These assign the flimsy pretext, the ridiculous pre
speak as one having authority, for I am not in the confidences tense, that they can not possibly vote with intelligence until 
of the Chief Executive, but I apprehend that no Senator will the 'rariff Board shall shed upon the dark and shadowy ques
rise in this Chamber and say that William H. Taft has ever de- tions of tariff schedules the light of its wondrous learning. 
clared that he will veto every tariff bill passed at this session How did you vote before? Upon what information did you 
of Congress, because, sir, if he were to make that assertion he base your action when you plunged your hands deep into the 
would place himself in a position before the American people pockets of the American people? Where is the information you 
which could not be defended and would not be justified in the then had that you do not now possess? What has wiped out the 
forum of American conscience. wondrous fund of knowledge that you then claimed to be 

Why, sir, it has been said that the reason to be assigned in masters of? 
these threatened Yetoes is not that the present tariff bill is per- Why can you not do now as you did when you wrote the 
feet. If that were the President's position, he might issue such Payne-Aldrich bill-call in the protected manufacturers haic 
an ultimatum and stand upon it. We are informed that the ecret meetings with them, permit their experts to furni~h you 
President declare there hall be no revision until five men con- with information? ·You now admit this is the way the pre::>ent 
stituting the Tariff Board shall render their conclusions. That tariff law was constructed. Why must you now wait for the 
statement, in its 111. t analy is, is equiyalent to a White House Tariff Board? The answer is, because postponement of the 
decree that the House of Uepresentatives, with its 301 Members, day of trial means postponement of sentence, perhaps escape 
fresh from the veople; the Senate, wm1 its 02 Members, bearing altogether. It also means the prolongation of the present 
the connnis::;ions of tlleir States and of their people, all these scheme of legalized larceny. So you are asking for a continu
who revresent the soYercign people of the United States, into nnce. And now they tell us the President, who denounced. the 
whose keeping the Constitution has consigned the welfare of woolen schedule of the Payne-Aldrich tariff law as an indefen
this Uepnblic, shall halt and stand dead still until fl.ye men ~ible thing, insists we shall submit to being robbed and plun
appointed by a President shall return their findings upon a ques- dered for months, possibly years, longer in order that we may 
tion of fact. have the advice of a Tariff Board. We must not touch the 

• 
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robber until alleged experts shall have advised us just how to 
take hold of his precious anatomy, lest we, peradventure, handle 
him too rudely. 

So the President and all standpatters in chorus cry, "Softly, 
good friends, be gentle with the rogue." . 

Now, who are this Tariff Board? I would not cast a single 
reflection upon them. · I trust and hope that they will bring to 
us. some knowledge; and yet, sir, all they are for is to glean 
the facts. Not a single conclusion are they to draw. They are 
to find the cost of production here and the cost of production 
there; they are to ascertain the amount of goods that are manu
factured here and the amount of goods manufactured there; 
and every single fact that they can glean lies at our door, and 
all men who have industry can acquire all tbis board will ever 
gather. When these five men are through with their labors, I 
venture the prediction that they will have found little we did 
not already know. 

Ah but some one says, we want to know the difference 
betw~n the cost of production at home and abroad. That the
ory, my good insurgent friends, is one that yc;m will find, like the 
will-o'-the-wisp, flees and flits before you. You will never over
take it. It will evade your grasp, lead you into an intellectual 
quagmire, and Yanish from your bewildered vision. The reason 
for it lies in the great fundamental fact that the cost of pro
duction in one mill in this country is frequently greater than 
the cost of production in another mill just across. The great 
Senator-and I love to call him that, and I mean what I say in 
its most complimentary sense-from Wisconsin [Mr. LA. FOL
LETTE] has demonstrated that in the paper business there are 
miUs in the United States that can far undersell the mills of 
Canada, and that there were other mills in the United States 
in which the cost of production mounted above the Canadian 
cost. Dtfference in cost of production ! Where will you place 
it, sir, and upon what will you base it? WiU you by law rep
resent the difference there is between the incompetency of B 
and the competency of A, between the well-organized factory 
of C and the badly organized business of D? You certainly can 
not compensate for incapacity or lay a tribute on the people 
because some man employs bad machinery or bad business 
methods. You must not tax A because B is a fool. 

If, then, we come to the question merely of wages, the differ
ence between wages here and abroad, if we get down to that, 
the La Follette amendment will cover the difference, if differ
ence there be, three or four times over. The present House bill 
will cover that alleged d,ifference two or three times over. So in 
the House bill we have a bill that does, two or three times over, 
represent all of tbe honest difference in the cost of production 
bere and in Europe there can possibly be. 

I stand here for the House bill, and will unless and until it 
goes down in defeat. If it goes down in de.feat, I say to you pro-_ 
gressive Republicans on the other side, if I can not get you en
tirely into the .church, clear up to the chancel rail, clear to the 
mourner's bench ; if I can not put the light o! the grace of God 
into your hearts so that you shall see your way clearly to the 
perfect truth, I am willing, though you are going but halfway 
along the road, to travel with you as far as you are going in 
the right direction. 

Democrats, we will contend to the end for the House tariff 
bill. We will seek to substitute it for the Payne-Aldrich in
iquity; but if we are defeated, we must then choose between 
the bill offered by the Senator from Wisconsin with its sub
stantial reductions and the infamies of the present tariff law. 

If across the back of my good friend the wicked lash of in
justice is being laid a hundred times each day, I would 
like to save him all the pain and all the agony of every blow; 
yet if I can do no better than to reduce the size of the whip 
and the number of the lashes, I will do that in the interest of 
humanity and of my friend. 

So, if I can not give the people complete relief by the enact
ment of a Democratic tariff measure, then I will give to them 
such measure of relief as is afforded by the bill proposed by 
the insurgent Republicans. Better a little water for a fainting 
man thnn none at all. I will not deny to hungry lips the loaf 
of bread which I can give because I am not able to set forth 
a fen t. I would rather consent to the robber taking half my 
goods than be compelled to yield all I possess. 

So, if an unjust tax is to be wrung from me, I prefer to pay 
a burdeil' of 30 per cent rather than one three times as great. 

Because certain amendments originally offered · by insurgent 
Repul.llicaus and b~mporarily withdrawn by them were offered 
without their consent by other Senators, these insurgents and 
their confreres nre threatening to vote against the very umend
ntents they have advocated, and upon the passage of· which 

- tlieir J:ieatts are really set. Republicans-those of you who 
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are not like Ephraim, joined to your idols-I put thft5 thing to 
you; I put it also to .the Democrats; how can we hesitate to 
stand and do our duty, our whole duty, without petulance, 
without proceeding in temper to assassinate the measures we 
know are for the people's benefit? How can any of us refuse 
to vote for a proposition simply because it was presented by 
some other person than we desired to bring it forward? Can 
we refuse to support a good measure because the manner of its 
presentation clashed with our wishes and sense of good taste? 

I appeal to insurgent Republicans and to Democrats to con
sider the fact that it has been admitted on this floor by a 
Republican member of the Finance Committee that for weeks 
the Republican members of that committee held secret ses
sions. It was admitted that at these secret sessions the men 
who were interested in the great protected industries were pres
ent. They were admitted in secret to construct a tariff bill in 
secret. They were admitted by the Republican portion of the 
committee, some of . the members of which were directly and 
financially interested in making the tariff robbery as great as 
possible. 

So, in secret, where no eye could observe their movements and 
no ear could hear their proceedings, they created a public law 
to be enforced against the public-the public which was not 
admitted and which was not permitted to be heard. They did 
all this in the darkness. l\fen love darkness rather than light 
because their deeds are evil. Behind locked doors the Republi
can members of the Finance Committee joined in conspiracy 
with the men interested in despoiling the people. These con
spirators brought forth a bill that taxes every infant in its 
cradle, every corpse in its coffin, every woman in her home, 
every man toiling in the field, sweating at the anvil, or laboring 
at the forge. Shall we hesitate to remain here until we have 
destroyed this legislative fraud? Shall we go home and say: 
"We just got tired and concluded to quit"? 

I am in favor of amending this bill by adding not only the 
steel, not only the sugar, not only the chemical, but the rubber 
schedule as well and all other schedules which affiict the Ameri
can people; and sending them to the House of Representatives 
for its consideration. 

I break no confidence when I say that it is the desire of the 
leaders of the other House that we shall do that thing. What 
will be wrought out there I do not know; but this I do know, 
that men, earnest in their purpose to relieve the American 
people, will try to bring out a result that we can justly enact 
into law. 

So, I want to say in conclusion, that I join with the Senator 
from l\Iinnesota [Mr. CLAPP] in saying, we can not afford to 
vote down good measures because they may have been offered 
in a way we do not like. I say to the Senator from Kansas 
[l\Ir. BRISTOW], who is my neighbor, and to the Senator from 
Iowa [l\fr. CUMMINS], whom I admire, and who has made many 
a brave fight on this floor, you can not afford, because you do 
not like the way a thing is done, to refuse to do your duty 
by the people. I am sure the Democrats will do theirs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HEYBURN in the chair). 
Tbe question is on the substitute offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LA. FOLLETTE] for the bill as amended. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, -before the vote is taken, I wish 
to state briefly that I shall support the House bill. In the 
event of its defeat, I shall support the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE]. · 

I should deprecate seeing so many amendments put on this 
bill that it would lead to a loss of enough votes to prevent the 
passage of it. There is such a thing as loading down a bill until 
it wm not float above water. I am willing to vote for proper 
reductions in any number that will receive a sufficient number 
of votes to be passed, but I think it is somewhat hazardous to 
put upon this cotton schedule, with the steel-schedule amend
ment, a series of schedules that may lose two or three votes 
here and there. For that reason I think it would be better not 
to load down the cotton schedule by too great a number of 
amendments. I desired to say that much before this vote was 
taken. I favor the amendments reducing the tariff ,on the 
steel schedule, sugar and rubber schedules, and will vote for 
them, but prefer supporting them as separate measures as to. 
sugar and rubber. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a second to the 
demand for the yeas and nays by the Sena tor from Wisconsin 
[l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE]? 

The yeas and nays were ordered.. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will cn.Il the roll. 
• 1\1~. BACON. Mr. President, I want to make a parliamentary 
mqmry. 

The PRE-SIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BACON. I understand this is a vote upon the substitute 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] for 
the bill as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A vote on the substitute. 
Mr. BACON. For the entire bill? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. For the entire bill as amended. 

It was so held by the previous occupant of the chair. 
Mr. WILLIA.MS. Mr. President, do I understand by that 

that if the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin is carried 
the work in the Senate in adding the metal schedule to the 
cotton schedule would be undone? 

Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. I will say, if I may be permitted Mr. 
President, that if the amendment which I have offered u;_ the 
nature of a substitute shall be carried there will then be offered 
the metal schedule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But the metal schedule has already been 
adopted as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; but I will offer it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Why can not the Senator from Wisconsin 

offer his substitute to consist of the cotton schedule as he pre· 
pared it and the metal schedule, so that the fate of the metal 
schedule will not be involved in it? 

.:Ur. LA FOLLETTE. I do not think it will involve the fate 
of the metal schedule at all, Mr. President, if the course of 
procedure is taken which I anticipate will be taken and should . 
my substitute amendment be adopted. 

l\lr. WILLIAMS. It seems to me that we will have to do the 
meta.I-schedule work over again later. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called) : I desire to an

nounce that I am paired with the junior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. HITCHCOCK]. 

Mr. CLAPP (when l\Ir. GnoNNA's na.me was called). I de
sire to announce that the junior Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Gno~NA] is necessarily absent from the Senate. If he 
were present, he would vote " yea." 

Mr. CURTIS (when Mr. LODGE'S name was called). I am 
requested to again announce that tbe senior Senator from Mas
sachusetts [Mr. LoDGE] is paired with the junior Senator from 
New York [l\Ir. O'GoRMAN]. · 

Mr. PERCY (when his name was culled). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCmmER], but I under
stand that, if present, he would vote "nay" on this proposi
tion, and therefore I will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. CLAPP (when Mr. PorNDEXTER's name was called). The 
Senator from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER] is paired with the 
junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NrxoN]. If the Senator from 
Washington were present, he would vote "yea." 

.Mr. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was called). 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. RICHARDSON]. I transfer that pair 'to the junior Senator 

_from 1\faryland [Mr. SMITH], and will vote. I vote "nay." 
Mr. REED (when Mr. STONE'S name was called). I desire to 

again announce the unavoidable absence of tbe senior Senator 
from 1\lissouri [Mr. STONE], occasioned by sickness. If he were 
present, he would vote "nay." I desire to state further that 
he is paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CUMMINS. I rise simply to announce that my col

league [l\Ir. KENYON] is unavoidably absent from the city. I 
make this announcement for the day. ' 

Mr. CLAPP. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 
from California [Mr. WORKS] is unavoidably absent. If he 
were present, he would vote " yea." 

The result was announced~yeas 10, nays 51, as follows : 
YEAS-10. 

Borah Brown Cummins La Follette 
Bourne Clapp Dixon 
Bristow Crawford Jones 

NAYS-51. 
Bacon Fletcher Myers Root 
Bailey Foster Nelson Shively 
Bankhead Gamble New lands Simmons 
Brandegee Guggenheim Oliver Smith, S. C. 
Briggs Heyburn Overman Smoot 
Burnham Johnson, Me. Owen Stephenson 
Burton Johnston, Ala. Page Swanson 
Chamberlain Kern Paynter Thornton 
Chilton Lea Penrose Warren 
Clarke, .Ark. Lippitt Percy Watson 
Culberson L-Orimer Perkins Wetmore 
Cullom Martin, Va. Pomerene Williams 
Dillingham Martine, N. J. Reed 

NOT VOTING-28 .. 
Bradley Gallinger McLean Smith, Mich. 
Bryan Gore Nixon Stone 
Clark, Wyo. Gronna O'Gorman Sutherland 
Crane Hitchcock Poindexter Taylor 
Curtis Kenyon Rayner Tillman 
Davis Lodge Richardson TownsenCl 
du Pont McCumber Smith, Md. Works 

So Mr. LA FoLLETTE's amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there further amendments to 

be offered to the pending bill as in Committee of the Whole~ 
If not, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the passage o! 

the bill. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. On that question I ask for the 

yeas and nays. 
Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. On the passage of the bill I ask for 

the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, a.nd the Secreta1-y proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). I had intended in 

Committee of the Whole to vote for this bill, but to protect a. 
pair which has been intrusted to me, I will vote "nay." 

Mr. CURTIS (when Mr. LODGE'S name was called). I wish 
to . again announce that the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LoDGE] is paired with the junior Senator from New York 
[Mr. O'GoRMA.N]. 

Mr. PERCY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. MoCUMBER]. In his 
ahsence I withhold my vote. 

l\1r. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was called)~ 
I a.gain announce my general pair with the junior Sena.tor 
from Delaware [Mr. RICHARDSON] and the transfer of that pa~ 
to the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. SMITH]. I vote 
"yea." 

Mr. REED (when Mr. STONE'S name was called). I desire 
again to announce the necessary absence of my colleague, the 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. If he were present, 
he would vote "yea." 

Mr. TAYLOR (when his name was called). I desire to again 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRADLEY]. As he is absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I inquire if the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BRIGGS] is recorded as 
having voted? . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that he is 
not so recorded. 

Mr. WATSON~ I have a pair with that Senator, and ther~ 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded . 
Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that I a.m paired with 

the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. H.rroHcomr]. If he 
were present, I should vote "nay." 

Mr. NELSON. The senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
McCmrnER] is paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. PEROY]. If the Senator from North Dakota were present, 
he would vote "nay." 

l\lr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary, 
inquiry. Certain Senators who are present in the Chamber did 
not answer to their names when they were culled. I refer the 
Chair to Rule XII, which provides: 

1. When the yeas and nays are ordered, the names of Senators shall 
be called alphabetically; and each Senator shall, without debate, de
clare his assent or dissent to the question, unless excused by the 
Senate. 

I read from paragraph 2 of the same rule: 
2. When a Senator declines to vote on ' ca.II of his name, be shall be 

required to assign his reasons therefor, and having assigned them the 
Presiding Officer shall submit the question to the Senate: "Shad the 
Senator, for the reasons assigned by him, be excused from voting?" 
which shall be decided without debate. 

I do not pretend to be well versed in the construction of the 
rules of the Senate or in parliamentary law, but it seems to me 
the portions of the rules I have read apply directly and im
mediately to the case now before tbe Senate. I know, and 
the Chair knows, that there are Senators sitting here at this 
moment in full view of the Chair and in full view of the Senate 
who, when their names were called, did not answer and did 
not vote. I believe they ought to be required to state their 
reasons for not voting, and then it ought to be submitted to the 
Senate whether those reasons are or are not sufficient to excuse 
them. I suggest that point of order, if it be a point of order,. 
before the conclusion of the roll call is announced. 
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Mr. WATSON. I see that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 

BRIGGS] ls present. I therefore feel at liberty to vote. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will. call the name 

of the Senator from West Virginia. 
The Secretary called Mr. W ATSON's name, and he voted "yea." 
l\Ir. OWEN. I ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] 

to designate the Senators who are present and not voting. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the proper course 

to pursue is to call the names of all Senators who have not 
voted, and if the Chair's attention is called to the presence in 
the Chamber of a Senator whose name is called, the Chair will 
then request that Senator to vote--

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Mississippi 

permit the Chair to finish his announcement? Or some Sena tor 
may make a motion, which would be in order, that the Senator 
be excused from voting. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will 

state it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Is it in order to make a motion to excuse 

from voting all Senators who did not vote? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it would be, 

although that is a little out of the usual order. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, if it be in order, I make the motion 

now that all Senators who did not vote be excused from voting. 
Mr. CUMMINS. I rise to a point of order. 
1\1r. LA FOLLETTE. A parliamentary inquiry. 
.Mr. CUMMINS. Under the rule no Senator-
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDE'NT. The Senator from Iowa will finish 

his point of order. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Under the rule no Senator can be excused 

from voting until he has stated in the presence of the Senate 
his reasons for not voting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule is explicit. The second 
clause of Rule XII says that when required to vote, the indi
vidual Senator shall assign his reasons, and that thereafter 
the Senate shall determine whether or not the reasons are 
sufficient. That rule being specifically invoked, the Chair thinks 
the motion of the Senator from Mississippi could hardly be en
tertained and that the proper course is for the Secretary to call 
the names of such Senators as did not vote. 

.Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, this rule has never been in
voked, so far as my experience goes in the Senate. I doubt 
whether there is a Member of this body who has not exercised 
his judgment as to whether he should vote or not on a measure. 

As far as I am concerned, I did not vote, and I will state 
candidly that the reason why I did not was that I have con
cluded to leave this measure to the Democrats of this body 
and to the so-called insurgents to perfect it in any way they 
may desire. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. When the name of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania is reached it will be for the Senate to deter
·.mine whether the reasons the Senator has assigned are suffi
cient to excuse him from voting. 

Mr. PENROSE. I shall ask the Senate to sustain me in 
those reasons when my name is called. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
POINDEXTER] is unavoidably. absent from the city. He is paired 
with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NIXON]. If pres
ent, my colleague would vote "nay." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the names 
of such Senators as did not answer to the roll call. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. BRADLEY. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not see the Sena

tor from Kentucky in the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. BRANDEGEE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not see the Sena

tor from Connecticut in the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. BRIGGS. 
The VICE PRESIDElll--rr. The Chair does not see the Sena-

tor from New Jersey in the Chamber. · 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator from New Jersey, whose 

name has just been called, was in the Chamber a moment ago, 
when the discussion as to whether Senators should be excused 
from voting or not arose. I think he has doubtless--

Mr. PENROSE. He was called out, I think. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Retired to the cloak room. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not in the Chamber. The 

Secretary will continue the roll call. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would suggest that a messenger be 

sent to ask him to return to the Chamber and to meet his 
obUgations here upon this important question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair knows of no rule by 
which that can be accomplished. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1.rhat would be simply unheard of. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. One moment. The Senator from 

Wisconsin has the floor. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say that I did not recall a rule 

under which that suggestion could be carried out, but I thought 
it pertinent to make the suggestion and let it go upon the record. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I have said what I wanted to say. I re-

gard that as unheard of. -
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 

roll call of absent Senators. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. BBYA.N. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not see the Sena

tor from Florida in the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. CL.ARK of Wyoming. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. As heretofore announced by me, 

I am paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the Senator from Wyoming, 

for the reasons nssigned by him, be excused from voting? 
[Putting the question.] The "ayes" have it, and the Senator 
from Wyoming is excused from voting. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. CRANE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts is 

absent from the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. CURTIS. 
Mr. CURTIS. I announced, not when my name was called, 

but after the calling of the roll had been concluded, that I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mt. IlITcH
cocK]. If he were present, I would vote "nay." I made that 
announcement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For the reasons assigned by the 
Senator from Kansas, shall he be excused from voting? [Put
ting the question.] The "ayes" have it, and the Senator from 
Kansas is excused from voting. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. DAVIS. 
The VI-CE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas is 

absent from the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. nu PONT. 
The VICE PRESIDE1'1T. The Senator is absent from the 

Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. GALLINGER . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 

is absent from the Chamber. 
Mr. BURNHAM. I wish to state that my colleague is neces· 

sarily absent, and is paired. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The absence of the Senator from 

New Hampshire from the city is well known to the Senate. 
The Secretary called the name of 1\fr. GoRE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma is 

absent from the Chamber. · 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. GRONN A. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is well known that the Senator 

from North Dakota is absent from the city. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. GUGGENHEIM. 
l\Ir. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I· desire to say that when 

the point of order was made by the senior Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. CUMMINS] the Senator from Colorado [l\Ir. GUGGENHEIM] 
immediately left the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That relieves the Chair from an
nouncing his absence from the Chamber. The Secretary will 
continue the call. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. HITcHcocK. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska is 

absent from the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of 1\Ir. KENYON. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa is absent 

from the city. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. LoDGE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from .Massachusetts 

has been absent from the Chamber all day. 
The Secretary called the name of l\!r. LORIMER. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not see the Sen

a tor from Illinois in the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. McCmrnER. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 

is absent from the city. 
The Secretary called the name of 1\Ir. McLEAN. 
l\Ir. McLEAN. I announced earlier in the day that I have ·a 

pair with the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. GORE], and I 
requested that that nnnouncement should stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For the reason assigned, shall the 
Senator from · Connecticut be excused from voting? [Putting 
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the question.] The "ayes" have it, and the Sena.tor from 
Connecticut is excused from voting. 

The Sec1·etary called the name of Mr. NIXON. 
Mr. NIXON. I have a pair with the junior Senator from 

Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER]. 
The VICE PRESIDE.i.~T. For the reason assigned by the 

Senator from Nevada, shall he be excused from voting? [Put
ting the question.] The "ayes" have it, and the Senator from 
Nevada is excused from voting. 

The Secretary called the name of llr. O'GoRMAN. 

The result was announced-yeru:i 36, nays 15, as follows : 

Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bourne 
Burnham 
Burton 
Chilton 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Cullom 

YEAS--36. 
Dillingham 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Gamble 
Heyburn 
Johnson, Me. 
Johnston, Ala.. 
Jones 
Lippitt 

Ma.rt~ Va. 
Martine, N. J . 
:Myers 
Nelson 
New lands 
Overman 
Paynter 
Penrose 
Perkins 

NAYS--15. 

Root 
Simmons 
Smith, S. C. 
Swanson 
Thornton 
Townsend 
Warren 
Wetmore 
Williams 

The VICE PRESIDE1'1T. The Senator from New York is Borah Clapp 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Dixon 

Kern 
La. Follette 
Lea 

Pomerene 
Reed 
Shively absent from the city. ~~~s~w 

Mr. ROOT. I should like to make a part of the record ot Chamberlain 
this particular proceeding the statement of fact that my col
league [:Ur. O'GoBMAN] and the senior Senator from Massachu
setts [l\fr. LODGE] are paired. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. OLIVEn. 
, 1\Ir. OLIVER. Mr. President, I was here when the roll was 
called, and I did not answer to my name. I did so advisedly. 
I had been led to believe-and I think I am right-that if this 
bill should be defeated by a vote, the same course would be 
pursued with regard to it that was pursued a few weeks ago 
with respect to another important measure relating to the 
tariff-that is, a motion to reconsider would be entered and an 
endeavor would be made to reframe it 

I do not propose by any affirmative action to be a party to 
any such proceeding. I think I have a right not to vote upon 
this bill, and I ask the Senate to excuse me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For the reasons assigned by the 
Sena.tor :H·om Pennsylvania shall he be excused from voting? 

1\Ir. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Sena.tor from Iowa will 
state it 

Mr. CUMMINS. Is the question debatable? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not. 
l\1r. CUMMINS. I ask for the yeas and nays-
Mr. WILLIAMS. I make the point of order--
Mr. CUMMINS. Upon the question of excusing the Sena.tor 

from Pennsylrnnia from voting. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks for 

the yeas and nays upon the question whether the Senator from 
Pennsylvania shall be excused from voting. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll 

on the question, Shall the Senator from Pennsylvania for the 
reasons assigned by him be excused from voting '2 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. FLETCHER (when Mr. BRYAN'S name was called). As 

I before announced tcrday, my colleague [Mr. BRYAN] is neces
sarily absent from the city, but in order that the record may 
be right on this proceeding, I repeat the statement that by a 
transfer he is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
DU PONT]. . 

l\fr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. SToNE}. I ·announced the pair earlier in the day, but 
owing to the fact that I was in the Chamber when the previous 
vote was taken, I desire to announce it again, and I withhold 
my yote for that reason. 

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called) . I am pai?ed with 
the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK], and there
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. NIXON (when his name was called) . I am pa.ired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER], and 
therefore I withhold my vote. 
· Mr. OLIVER (when his name was called). I presume I can 
be excused from \Oting on this question. 

l\fr. PERCY (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuM
BEB] . 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was called) . 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Delaware 
[l\fr. RICHARDSON]. I tmnsfer the pair to the junior Senator 
from Maryland [l\ir. SMITH], and will vote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. TAYLOR (when his name was called). I hn:ve a pair 
with the junior Senatc;>r from Kentucky [1\lr. BRADLEY}. 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). My pair is ap
parently absent from the Chamber. I therefore withhold my 
vote. I should like very much to excuse all Republicans from 
voting on all occasions. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CURTIS. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE] 

Is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. O'GoBMAN] ~ 

Page 
NOT VOTING-38. 

Bailey Gallinger Nb:on 
Bradley Gore O'Gorman 
Brandegee Gronna Oliver 
Briggs Guggenheim Owen 
Bryan Hitchcock Percy 
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon Poindexter 
Crane Lodge Ilayner 
Curtis Lorimer Richardson 
Davis Mccumber Smith, Md. 
du Pont McLean Smith, Mich. 

So Mr. OLIVER was excused from voting. 

Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Watson 
Works 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the next 
name. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. PENROSE. 
Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I withheld my vote because 

I have no interest in the pending legislation other than to 
hasten action upon it so that Congress may be enabled to ad
journ at as early a date as possible and relieve the business 
interests of the country of the disturbance created by our con
tinm:mce in session here. 

I am opposed to a.II the tariff measures and amendments 
now pending or heretofore acted upon, and not belonging to 
the majority which in the last few weeks has had control of 
the tariff legislation in the Senate, I thought it logical ancl con-i 
sistent to leave the perfection of the details of the measure to 
the majority of those Senators who have been in full control 
of tariff legislation. 

Therefore, not being able to cast an intelligent vote at nll, 
I withheld my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the Senator 
from Pennsylvania for the reasons assigned by him be excused 
from voting? 

l\fr. L.A. FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 

for the yeas and nays. Is there a second? [After counting.] 
Ten Senators have seconded the demand-not a sufficient num
ber. The yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Some hands on this side were raised 
after the count had been made. I observed that myself, and 
I ask for a recount. 

.Mr. OLIVER. I submit a point of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin chal<f 

lenging the count of the Chair, the Chair will again put the 
question. 

Mr. OLIVER. I rise to a point of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsyl·rnnia 

will state it. 
Mr. OLIVER. The Senator from Wisconsin did not rise 

when he addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained. 

Is there a second to the demand for the yens and nays. [.After 
counting.] Not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays 
are refused. 

Tbe guestion is, Shall the Senator from Pennsylvania for the 
reasons assigned by him be excm:ed from 1oting? [Putting 
the question.J The "ayes" have it, and tlle Senator from 
Pennsylvm1ia is excused from voting. The Secretary will call 
the next name. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. PERCY. 
Mr. PEROY. I have a pair with the Senator from North 

Dakota [l\fr. McCmrnER], as announced when my name was 
called. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the Senator from Mississippi, 
for the reason assigned by him be excused from voting? 
[Putting the question.] The "ayes" h::n-e it, and the Senator. 
from Mississippi is excused from voting. 

The Secretary called the name of l\Ir. POINDEXTER. 
The VICE PRESIDE::\"T. The Senator from Washington 

seems not to be in the Ch:unber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. RAYNER. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland is 

absent from the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. RICHARDSON. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT: The Senator from Delaware is 

absent from the Chamber~ 
The Secretary called the name ot Mr. SMITH of Maryland. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland seems 

not to be in the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name (}f Mr. SMITH o.f Michigan. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan is not 

in the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. SMOOT. 
Tlle VICE PRESIDENT. The Cllair fails to see the Senator 

from Utah in the Chamber. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. STEPHENSON. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Ch.air does not see the Senator 

from Wisconsin present 
'l'he Secretary called the name of Mr. STONE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri is sick 

at his residence. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. SUTHEBLAND. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah is out of 

the city. 
The Secretary called the name of !\.Ir. TA.YI.OR. 
l\lr. TAYLOR. As I have announced, I am paired with the 

iur.ior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BB.ADLEY], who is sick in 
his room in the city. 

'Ihe vtCE PRESIDENT. Shall the Senator from Tennessee 
for the reasons assigned by him be excused from voting? [Put· 
ting the question.} The "ayesn have it, and the Senator from 
Tennessee is excused from voting. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. TILLMAN. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 

is out of the city. 
The Secretary called the name of Mr. TOWNSEND, and he an

swered "nay." 
The VICE. PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan votes 

"'nay." 
The Secretary called the name of 1\Ir. WoBKs~ 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not see the Senator 

from California in the Chamber. 
Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, it should be stated, I think, in 

connection with this call--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Let us first dispose of the Senator 

trom California. 
Mr. CLAPP. Yes. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from California is not 

present, and there- need be no motion. The Sec11etary will re
capitulate the vote. 

The Secretary having recapitulated the vote, the- result was 
annonnced--yeas 29, nays 24, as follows:. 

Bacon 
Balley 
Bankhead 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Clarke, Axk. 
Culberson 
Fletcher 

Borah 
Bourne 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burnham 
Burton 

YEJAS-29. 
Foster NewlandS 
Johnson, Me. Overman 
Johnston. Ala. Owen 
Kern Paynter -
Lea Pomerene· 
Madin, Vn. Reed 
Martine, N. J _ Shively 
Myers Simmons 

Clapp 
Crawfi:ml 
Cullom 
Cummin~ 
D1llingham 
Dixon 

NAYS-24. 
Gamble 
Heyburn 
Jones 
La Folfette 
Lippitt 
Nelson 

NOT VOTING-36. 
Bradley Galling.er McLean 
Bracndegee Gore- Nixon 
Briggs Gronna O'GoFIIUln 
Bryan Gug&'enheim Oliver 
Clark, Wyo. Hitencock Penrose 
Crane Kenyon. Percy 
('lll'tis Lodge Poindexter 
Davis Lorimer Rayner 
clu :Pont l\IcCumber Richardson 

So the bfil was passed. 

Smlth.. S-. C. 
Swans.on 
Thorntou 
Watson 
Willlams. 

Page 
Perkins 
Root 
Townsend 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Works 

l\.lr. BACON. I ask that the bill as amended uruI as it passed 
the Senate be printed in the RECORD. It is not in any one place 
in its entirety. I ask that it may be printed immediately fol· 
lowing or preceding the vote-ene or the other. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 
be entered. -

The bill as it passed the Senate is as follows: 
Be it enaetea, etc., That on and after the 1st day of J'anuary, 1912, 

the articles hereinafter enumerated~ described, and pl'ovided for shall, 
when imported from any foreign country into the United States or 
Into any of i ts possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the 
islands of Guam and Tutui1a), be subject to the payment of duties at 
the rates hereinafter provided; that is to say: 

1. On cotton thread and carded yarn, combed yarn, warps or warp 
yarn, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or In any other 
torm. except spool thread of cotton, crochet, darning, and embroidery 
cottons-, hereinafter provided for, on all numbers up to and including 
No. 50, 10 per cent ad valorem; on all numbers above No. 50 and up 

ta and indnding No~ 100, 15 irer cent ad valorem ~ on all numbers 
above- No. 100, 2-0 pel' cent ad valorem. On cotton card laps, roIJing, 
slivel', or roving, 10 pe1' cent ad valorem. On cotton waste and flocks, 
manufactured or- otherwise advanced in value, 5 per cent ad valorem. 

2. On spool thread of cotton, crochet, darning, and embroidery cot
tons, on spools, reels, oir balls-, or in skeins, cones, or tubes, or in any 
otlier form, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

3. On· cotton cloth, not bleached, dyec'f. colored1 stained, p~ted', 
printed, 01" mercerized', containing yarn the high.est number of which 
shall not exceed No. 50, 15 per cent ad valorem; containing yarn the 
highest number of whieh shall exceed No-. 50 and shall not exceed No. 
100, 20 per cent ad valorem; eonttining yarn the highest number of 
which shall exceed No. 100, 25 per cent ad valorem. On cotton cloth, 
when bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, printed, or rµercerized, 
containing yam the highest number of which shall not exceed No. 50, 
20 per cent ad valorem ; ei>ntaining yarn the higest number of which 
shaU exceed No-. 50 and shall not exceed No. 100, 25 per cent ad va
lorem ; containing yarn the highest number of which shall exceed No. 
100, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

4. The term cotton cloth1 Ol" cloth. wherever used in the paragraphs 
of this act,. unless otherwise .specially provided for, shall be held to 
include all woven fabrics of cotton, in the piece or cut in lengths, 
whether figured,- fancy, or plain, and shall not include any article, 
finished or un5nished, made from cotton cloth:. In the ascertainment 
of the value, upon which the duties imposed npon cotton cloth are made 
to depend, the entire fabric· and all parts thereof shall be included. 

5. On cloth composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and silk, 
whethe1· known ag silk-striped slee-ve linings, silk stripes, or otherwise. 
of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material ot 
chief value, and on tracing cloth, 30 per cent ad valorem ; on cotton 
cloth filled or coated, all oilcloths (except silk oilcloths and oilcloths 
for floors), and cotton window ho-Hands, 25 per cent ad valo1·em; on 
waterproof cloth composed of cotton or othel:" vegetable fiber, whether 
composed in part of india rubber or otherwise, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

6-. On all handkerchiefs or mJifilers composed of cotton, whethe-r fn 
the piece o-r otfierwise and! whether finished or unfinished, 30 per cent 
ad valorem. 

7. On clothing, read'y-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every 
description, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which 
cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of chief value, 
made up or manufactured, wholly or in part, by the t::tllor, seamstress, 
or manufacturer, and not otherwise specially provided for in this act, 
3() per cent ad valorem; on shirt collars and cuffs, of which cotton is 
the component material of chief value, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

8. On plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics, cut 
oir uneut, whether or not the pile covers the entire surface ; any of the 
foregoing composed of cotton or othel' vegetable fiber, except fiaxr and 
on manufactures or articles in any form. including such as are com
monly known as bias dress facings or skirt bindings, made or eut from 
plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, or other pile fabrics composed o:f 
cotton or other vegetabfe fiber, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

9. On curtains, table covers, and all articles mann:factured of cotton 
chenille, or of which cotton chenille is the component material of chief 
value, tapestries, and other Jacquard figured upholstery goods, com
posed wholly or in chie:f value of cotton or other vegetable fiber; on 
any of_ the foregoing, in the piece or otherwise, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

10. On stockings, hose and half-hose, made on knitting machine o?' 
frames, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, and not otherwtse 
specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem.. 

11. On stockings, !rose and ha.I1'-hose, sclvedged, fashioned, narrowed, 
or shaped wholly or in part by knittin~ machines ..or frames, or knit 
by hand, including such as are commerCiaJly known as seamless stock
ingS', hose and half-hose, and clocked stockings, hQse and half-hose, on 
all of the above compesed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or 
nnfinished, 40 per cent ad valorem. - On men's and boys' cotton gloves, 
knitted or woven, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

12. On shirts and drawers, pants, vests, mrlon suits, combfuation 
suits, tights, sweaters, corset covers and all underwear of every de
serfption, made wholly or in part on knitting mac:hines or frames, or 
knit by hand, finished or unfinished, not including stockings, hooe~ and 
half-hose, composed of cotton or other- vegetable fiber. 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

13. On ba:ndings, beltingS', b1ndings; bone. casings~ cords, garter~ rib
l)ons, tire fabric or fabric suitable for rrse in pneumatic tires, sus
penders and braces, tapes, tubing, and webs. or webbing. any of the 
foregoing made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton 
or oth1!r vegetable fibel' is the component materiaI of chief vahre, 
whether composed in part of India rubber or otherwise, and not e.m
broideTed by hand or machinery, spindle banding, woven. braided, or 
twisted lamp, stove, or eandle wicking made of cotton or other vege
table fiber, loom harness, healds. or colleta made of cotton or other 
vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the com
ponent material' of chief value, booti shoe, and corset lacings: made of 
cotton or other vegetable fiber, and abels, for garments or other artf· 
cles~ composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, 25 per cent ad valorem ; 
on belting for machinery made of cotton or other vegetable fiber and 
India rubber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fibel" is the com
ponent material of chief value, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

14. On cotton table damask, and manufactures of cotton table 
damask, or of which cotton table damask is the component material 
ol chief value, not specially provided tor in this act, 25 per cent ad 
valore:m. 

15. On towels1 dollies, bath mats, quilts, blankets, polishing cloths, 
mop cloths, wasn rags .. sheets, and batting, any of _the foregoing made 
of cotton, or of which cotton is the compommt material of chief value, 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

16. On all articles made from cotton cloth, whether finished or un
finished, and all manufactures of cotton or of which cotton is the com
ponent material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 30 
per cent ad valorem. 

17. On all machines and parts o:f machines, used for carding, draw
ing, slubbing, roving, spinning,_ doub[ing, weaving, and knitting cotton. 
and all other machines and parts of machines used in the manufacture 
of cotton goods, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

SEC. 2. The act approved August 5r 1909, entitled "An act to p ror 
vide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of t!ie 
United States, and for other purposes,., fs hereby amended by striki~ 
out all of Schedule A thereof, being paragraphs 1 to 83, inclusive, U!IU 
inserting in lieu thereof the following : 

" SCHEDULE A. CHEUICALS, OILS, AND' PJ..IXTS. 

" 1. Acids. Acetic- or pyroligneorrs aefd, not exeeeding the specific 
gravity of 1.047, 10 per cent ad valorem ; exceeding the specifie gravity 
of 1.047, 15 per cent ad valorem; acetic anhydrid, 10 per cent ad va-
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lorem; boracic acid, 60 per cent ad valorem; chromic acid, 10 per cent 
ad valorem ; citric acid, 15 per cent ad valorem ; lactic acid, containing 
not over 40 per cent by weight of actual lactic acid, 15 per cent ad 
valorem ; containing over 40 per cent by weight of actual lactic acid, 
25 per cent ad valorem; oxalic acid, 25 per cent ad valorem; salicylic 
acid, 20 per cent ad valorem ; sulphuric acid, or oil of vitriol, not spe
cially provided for in this section, 5 per cent ad valorem ; tannic acid 
or tannin, 50 per cent ad valorem ; ballic acid, 20 per cent ad valorem ; 
tartaric acid, 20 per cent ad valorem ; all other acids not specially pro
vided for in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

" 2. Vegetable, animal, or mineral o"Djects immersed or placed ln, or 
saturated with, alcohol, not specially provided for in this section, 35· 
per cent ad valorem ; all other alcoholic compounds not specially pro
vided for ln this section, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

" 3. .Alkalies, alkaloids, aistilled oils, essential oils, expressed oils, 
rendered oils, and all combinations of the foregoing, and all chemical 
compounds, mixtures, and salts, and all greases not specially provided 
for in this sect ion, 20 per cent ; chemical compounds, mixtures, and 
salts containing alcohol or in the preparation of which alcohol is used, 
and not specially provided for in this section, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

" 4. Alumina, hydrate of, or refined bauxite, containing not more 
than 64 per cent of alumina, 15 per cenf; containing more than 64 per 
cent of alumina, 5 per cent ad valorem. Alum, alum cake, patent alum, 
sulphate of alumina, and a.luminous cake, containing not more than 15 
per cent of alumina and not more than three-tenths of 1 per cent of 
lron oxide, 20 per cent; alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate of 
alumina, and aluminous cake, containing more than 15 per cent of 
alumina or not more than three-tenths of 1 per cent of iron oxide, 30 
per cent ad valorem. 

" 5. Ammonia, carbonate of, 25 per cent; muriate of, or sal ammoniac, 
10 per cent; liquid anhydrous, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

"6. Argols or crude tartar or wine lees crude, 5 per cent; tartars 
and lees crystals, or partly refined argols, containing not more than 90 
per cent of bitartrate of potash, and tartrate of soda or potassa, or 
Rochelle saltsh 20 per cent; containing more than 90 per cent of bitar
trate of potas , 20 per cent; cream ot tartar and patent tartar, 40 per 
cent ad valorem. 

"7. Blacking of all kinds, 20 per cent ad valorem; creams and prepa
rations for cleaning or polishing boots and · shoes, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. . 

" 8. Bleaching powder or chloride of lline, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
" 9. Blue vitriol or sulphate of copper, 3 per cent ad valorem. 
" 10. Charcoal in any form, not specially provided for in this act ; 

bone char, suitable for use in decolorizing sugars; and blood char, 15 
per cent ad valorem. 

"11. Borax, 10 per cent; borates of lime, sodn, or other borate mate
rial not otherwise provided for in this section, 14 per cent ad valorem. 

" 12. Camphor, refined and synthetic camphor, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
"13. Chalk, when ground, bolted, precipitated naturally or artificially, 

or otherwise prepared, whether in the· form of cubes, blocks, sticks, or 
disks, or otherwise, including tailors', billiard, red, or French chalk. 25 
per cent; manufactures of chalk, not specially provided for in this 
section, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

" 14. Chloroform, 5 per cent ad valorem. 
" 15. Coal-tar dyes or colors, not specially provided for in this sec

tion, 20 per cent ad valorem; all other products or preparations of 
coal tar, not colors or dyes and not medicinal, not specially provided 
for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

"16. Cobalt, oxide of, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
"17. Collodion and all compounds of pyroxylin or of other cellulose 

esters, whether known as celluloid or by any other name, 35 per cent· 
i! in blocks, sheets, rods, tubes, or other forms, not polished, wholly or 
partly, and not made up into finished or partly finished articles, 35 per 
cent; if polished, wholly or partly, or if finished or partly finished 
articles, except moving-picture films of which collodion or any com
pound of pyroxylin or of other ceilulose esters, by whatever name 
known, is the component material of chief value, 40 per cent ad 
valorem. 

" 18. Coloring for brandy, wine, beer, or other llquors, 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

"19. Copperas, or sulphate of iron, 3 per cent ad valorem. 
" 20. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries balsams, buds, bulbs 

bulbous roots, excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects' 
grains, gums and gum resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, nue 
galls, roots, stems, spices, vegetables, seeds (aromatic, not garden 
seeds), seeds of morbid growth, weeds, and woods used expressly for 
dyeing or tanning; any of the foregoing which are natural and un
compounded drugs and not edible, and not specially provided for in thls 
section, but which are advanced in value or condition by any process 
or treatment whatever beyond that essential to the proper packing of 
the drugs and the prevention of decay or deterioration pending manu
facture, 10 per cent ad valorem : Prov ided, That no article containing 
alcohol, or in the i;>reparation of which alcohol is used, shall be classi
fied for duty in tb1s paragraph. 

" 21. Ethers: Sulphuric. 25 per cent; spirits of nitrous ether, 25 
per cent; fruit ethers, oils, or essences, 100 per cent; ethers of all 
kinds not specially provided for ln this section, 30 per cent; ethyl 
chloride, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

" 22. Extracts and decoctions of logwood and other "dyewoods, and 
extracts of bark, such as are commonly used for dyein "" or tanning, not 
specially provided for in this section, 10 per cent; extract of nutgalls, 
aqueous, 10 per cent; extract of Persian berries, 15 per cent; chloro
phyll, 15 per cent; extracts of quebracho, not exceeding in density 28~ 
Bnume, 10 per cent; exceeding in density 28° Baume, 15 per cent; ex
tracts of hemlock, bark, 15 per cent; extracts of sumac, 10 per cent; 
and of woods other than dyewoods, not specially provided for in this 
section, 20 per cent; all extracts of vegetaole origin suitable for dyeing, 
coloring, staining, or tanning, not containing alcohol and not medi
cinal, and not specially provided for in this section, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

"23. Gelatin, glue, isinglass, or fish glue. including agar-agar, or 
Japanese isinglass, and all fish bladders and fish sounds other than 
crude or dried or salted for preservation only, valued at not above 10 
cents per pound, 25 per cent; valued at above 10 cents per pound and 
not above 35 cents per pound, 20 per cent; valued above 35 cents per 
pound, 35 per cent ad valorem ; gelatin in sheets, emulsions, and all 
manufactures of gelatin, or of which gelatin is the component material 
of chief value. not specially provided for in this section, 25 per cent 
ad valorem ; glue size, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

" 24. Glycerin, crude, not purified, 10 per cent ad valorem, refined, 
10 per cent ad valorem. 

" 25. Indigo extracts or pastes, 5 per cent ad valorem; indigo, car
mined, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

"26. Ink and ink powders, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
"27. Iodine, resublimed, 5 per cent ad valorem. 
" 28. Iodoform, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
" 29. Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms, 15 per 

cent ad valorem. 
"30. Chicle, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
" 31. Magnesia, and carbonate of, medicinal, 35 per cent ad valorem: 

calcined, medicinal, 35 per cent ad valorem; sulphate of, or Epsom 
salts 35 per cent ad valorem. 

" 32. AUzarin assistant, sul.J?ho-ricinoleic acid1 and rlcinoleic acid 
and soaps containing castor 011. or any of the 1orc~going in whatever 
form, in the manufacture of which 50 per cent or more of castor oil is 
used, 40 per cent ad valorem ; in the manufacture of which less than 
50 per cent of castor oil ls used, 35 per cent ad valorem. All other 
alizarin assistants and all soluble greases used in processes of softening, 
dyeing, or finishing, not specially provided for in this section, 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

" 33. Castor oil, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
"34. Cod-liver oil, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
" 35. Flaxseed, linseed, and poppy-seed oil, raw, boiled, or oxydized, 

20 per cent ad valorem. 
" 36. Fuse! oil, or amylic alcohol, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
"37. Hempseed oil, 25 per cent ad valorem; rapeseed oil, 15 per cent 

ad valorem. 
"38. Olive oil, not specially provided for in this section, 30 per cent 

ad valorem; in bottles1 jars, kegs, tins, or other packages, containing 
less than 5 gallons eac.n, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

" 39. Peppermint oil, 5 per cent. 
" 40. Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil, including sod oil, not 

specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent. 
" 41. Opium, crude or unmanufactured and not adulterated, contain· 

ing 9 per cent and over of morphia, 30 per cent; opium of the same 
composition, dried, powdered, or otherwise advanced beyond the condi· 
tion of crude or unmanufactured, 30 per cent; morphia or morphine, 
sulphate of, 25 per cent ad valorem ; all alkaloids of opium and salts 
and esters thereof, 40 per cent ad valorem ; cocaine, ecgonine, and all 
salts and derivatives of the same, 70 per cent; coca leaves, 30 per 
cent; aqueous extract of opium for medicinal uses, and tincture of, as 
laudanum and other liquid preparations of opium, not specially pro· 
vided for in this section, 30 per cent; opium containing less than 9 per 
cent of morphia, 60 per cent; but preparations of opium deposited iii 
bonded warehouses shall not be removed therefrom without payment of 
duties, and such duties shall not be refunded : Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be so construed as to repeal or in any manner 
impair or affect the provisions of an act entitled 'An act to prohibit 
the importation and use of opium for other than medicinal purposes,' 
approved February 9, 1909. 

" 42. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, un
manufactured, 45 per cent; manufactured, 40 per cent. 

" 43. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, contain· 
Ing ferrocyanide of iron, in pulp, dry, or ground in or mixed with oil 
or water, 30 per cent. 

"44. Blanc fixe, or artificial sulphate of barytes, and satin white, or 
artificial sulphate of lime, 30 per cent. 

" 45. Black, made from bone, ivory, or vegetable substance, by what
ever name known, including bone black and lampblack, dry or ground 
in oil or water, 20 per cent. 

"46. Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all other chromium colors fn 
the manufacture of which lead and bichromate of potash or soda are 
used, in pulp, dry, or ground in or mixed with oil or water, 20 per cent. 

"47. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, and umber 
and umber earths, not specially provided for in this section, when 
crude or not powdered, washed, or pulverized, 8 per cent; if powdered, 
washed, or pulverized, 35 per cent; if ground in oil or water, 15 per 
cent. 

"48. Orange mineral, 45 per cent. 
" 49. Red lead, 50 per cent. 
" 50. Ultramarine blue, whether dry, in pulp, or mixed with water, 

and wash blue containin~ ultramarine, 25 per cent. 
" 51. Varnishes, including so-called gold size or japan, 20 per cent; 

enamel paints made with varnish, 25 per cent ; spirit varnish con
tainin"' 5 per cent or more of methyl alcohol, 50 per cent; spirit 
varnish containing more than 5 per cent of methyl alcohol, 100 per 
cent ad valorem. 

" 52. Vermilion reds, containing quicksilver, dry or ground in otl 
or water, 10 per cent ad valorem ; when not containing quicksilver, 
but made of lead or containing lead, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

"53. White lead and white pigment conta ining lead dry or in pulp 
or ground or mixed with oil, 30 per cent all valorem. 

"54. Whiting and Paris white, dry, 30 per cent ad valorem; ground 
in oil or putty, 40 per cent ad ralorem. 

"55. Zmc, oxide of, and white pigment containing zinc, but not 
containing lead, dry, 10 per cent ad valorem : ground in oil, 15 per 
cent ad valorem; sulfid of zinc, white, or white sulfid of zinc, 30 per 
cent ad valorem; chloride of zinc and sulphate of zlnc, 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

" 56. All paints, colors, pigments, stains. lakes, crayons, including 
charcoal crayons or fusains, smalts, and frosting, whether crude or 
dry or mixed or ground with water or oil, or with solutions other than 
oil, not otherwise specially provided for, 25 per cent ad valorem; all 
glazes, fluxes, enamels, and colors used only in the manufacture of 
ceramic, enameled, and glass articles, 25 per cent ad valorem ; all 
paints, colors, and pigments, commonly known as artists' paints or 
colors, whether in tubes, pans, cakes, or other forms, 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

"!17. Paris green and London purple, 10 per cent ad valorcm. 
" 58. Lead : Acetate of, white, 40 per cent ad valorem ; brown. gray, 

or yellow, 30 per cent ad valorem; nitrate of, 30 per cent std valorem; 
litharge, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

" 59. Phosphorus, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
" 60. Bichromate and chromate of potash. 35 per cei;it ad valorem. 
" 61. Caustic potash, or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 10 

per cent ad valorem; chlorate of potash, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
va~~~iin.Hydriodate, iodide, and iodate of potash, 10 per cent ad 

"6~. Nitrate of potash, or saltpeter, refined, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
" 64. Prussiate of potash, red or yellow, 30 per cent ad valorem; 

cyanide of potassium, 10 per cent ad valorem . 
. " 65. Medicinal preparations containing alcohol, or in the prepara

tion of which alcohol is used, r.ot specially provided for in this sec
tion, 45 per cent ad valorem; calomel, corrosive sublimate, and other 
mercurial medicinal preparations, 25 per cent ad valorem; all other 

• 
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medicinal preparations not specially provided for in this s~tion, 20 · 
per cent ad valorem: Pro'Lided, ~bat chemicals, .drugs, medicmal, and 
similar substances, whether dutiable or free, imported in capsules, 
pill~, tablets, lozenges, t roches. or similar forms, and intended _for 
medicinal purposes, shall be dutiable at not less than the rate im
pose{} by this section on medicinal preparations. 

"66. Plaster , healing or curative, of all kinds, and conrtplaster, 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

" 67. Perfumery, including cologne and other toilet waters, arti.cles 
of perfumery, whether in sachets or otherwise, and all preparations 
used as applications to the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, such as ~os
metics, dentifrices, including tooth soaps, pastes, includin~ theat;r1cal 
grease paints and pastes, pomades, powders, and other toilet articles, 
all the foregoing; if containing alcohol, or in the manufacture or 
preparation of which alcohol is used, 60 per cent ad va!orem; if r;iot 
containing alcohol, or tn the manufacture -0r preparation of which 
alcohol is not used, 50 per cent ad valorem ; floral or flower waters, 
containing no alcohol, not specially provided for in this section, 15 
per cent ad vaJorem. 

"68. Santonin, and all salts thereof, containing 80 per cent or over 
of santonin, 5 per cent ad valorem . 
. " 69. Castile soap, 10 per cent ad valorem; medicinal or medicated 

soaps, 50 per cent ad valorem ; fancy or perfumed toilet soaps, 35 per 
cent ad valorem ; all other soaps not specially provided for in this 
section, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

" 70. Bicarbonate of soda or supercarbonate of soda, or saleratus and 
other alkalies containing 50 per cent or more of bicarbonate of soda, 15 
per cent ad valorem. · 

" 71. Bichromate and chromate of soda, 35 per cent ad valorem. 
"72. Crystal carbonate of soda, or concentrated soda crystals, or 

monohydrate or sesquicarbonate, 10 per cent ad valorem; chlorate of 
soda, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

"73. Hydrate of or caustic soda, 12 per cent ad valorem; nitrite of 
soda, 30 per cent ad valorem; yellow prussiate of soda, 25 per cent 
ad valorem ; sulphide of oda, containing not more than 35 per cent of 
soda, 10 per cent ad vaJorem; and hyposulphite of soda, 20 per cent 
ad valorem ; snlphjde of soda, concentrated or containing more than 35 
per eent of soda, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

" 7 4. Salsoda or soda crystals, not concentrated, 20 per eent ad 
valorem. 

"75. Soda ash, 20 per cent ad valorem; arseniate of soda, 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

" 76.. Silicate of soda or other alkaline silicate, 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

"77. Sulphate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake, 8 per cent ad 
valorem. 

"78. Moss and seagrass, eel grass, and seaweed, 1f manufactured or 
dyed, 8 per cent ad valorem. 

" 79. Sponges, 15 per cent ad valorem ; manufactures of sponges, or 
of which sponge is the component material of chief value, not specially 
provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

" 80. Strychnfa or stryclmine, and all salts thereof, 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

" 81. Sulphur, refined, 12 per cent ad valorem; sublimed, or flowers 
of sulphur, 10 per cent ad vaJorem. 

"82. Sumac, ground, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
-" 83. Vanillin, 65 per cent ad valarem." . 
SEC. 3. That on and after the day when this act shall go into effect 

all goods, wares, and merchandise previously imported and hereinbefore 
enumerated, described, and provided for, for which no entry has been 
made, and all such goods, wares, and merchandise previously entered 
Without payment of duty and under bond for warehousing, transporta
tion. or any other purpose, for whieh no permit of delivery to the im
porter or his agent has been issued, shall be subjected to no other duty 
upon the entry or withdrawal thereof than the duty which wonld be 
imposed if such goods, wares, or merchandi e were imported on or after 
that date: Frovided, llow e,,;er, That if the duties above provided to be 
collected and paid shall, as to any article or articles, be greater than 
that provided to be paid by the present existing law less 30 per Cflllt. 
then in every such case the duty or duties which are hereby levied 
and which shall be collected and paid on said article or articles shall 
be a sum equal to the duties proVlded to be levied, collected, and paid 
by the present existing law less 30 per cent and not greater. 

SEc. 4. That the act approved August 5, 1909, entitled "An act to 
provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the 
United States, and for other purposes," is hereby amended by striking 
out paragraph 121 of Schedule C thereof arid inserting the following: 

" 121. Beams, girders, joists, angles, car-truck channels, T. T. columns 
and posts, or parts or sections of columns and po ts, deck and bulb 
beams and building forms, together with n.11 other structural shapes of 
iron or steel, whether plain, punched, or fitted for use, or whether as
sembled and manufactured, one-quarter of 1 cent per pound." 

The said Schedule C in the act aforesaid, being paragraphs 117 to 
199, both inclusive, is hereby further amended as follows, to wit : 

" From and after the passage of this act there shall be levied, col
lected, and paid upon the articles mentioned in paragraphs 117 to 151, 
inclusive, 159 to 163, inclusive, and 171 of said Schedule C, when im
ported from any forefgn country into the United States, or into any 
of itR possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the islands of 
Guam and Tutuila), 60 per cent only of the rates of duty which are 
in 11.nd by said paragraphs of said schedule prescribed ; but the fore
going shall not apply to paragraph 121, which ls hereinbefore .repealed 
and a substitute reenacted therefor." 

That from and after the passage of this act there shall be lened, 
• collected and paid upon the articles mentioned in paragraphs 152 to 

158, inclusive, 164 to 170, inclusive, ;!. 72 to 199, inclusive, of said 
Schedule C, when imported from any foreign country into the United 
States or Into any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands and 
the islands of Guam and 'I'utuila l, 70 per cent only of t he rates of duty 
which are in and by said paragraphs of said schedule prescribed : 
Provided, hoicever, That if any article embraced in said schedule shall 
by an act of Congress pa sed by the Sixty-second Congress, second ses
Sion, be placed on the free list, this act shall not a-pply thereto. 

SEC. 5. That the articlPs mentioned in the following paragrapb, 
the growth, profluct, or manufacture of the Dominion of Canada, when 
imported therefrom into t he United States or any of its possessions 
(except the P hilippine Ii: lands and the islands of Guam and Tutnila), 
Dhall be exempt from du t~· . namely : 

Coal, bituminous, round, and run of mine, including bituminous 
coal such as w ill not pass t hrough a three-quarter inch screen : Pro
vjqea, 'l'bat tt.e urti~ in the para_graph enumerated, the . product, 
growth, or manufacture of t ile Domin ion of Canada, shall be exempt 
from duty wheneyer t he President of the United States shall have sat-

isfactory evidence, and shall make proclallllltion that the articles in this 
paragraph enumerated, the produd, growth, or manufacture of the 
United States, or any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands 
a nd the islands of Guam and Tutuila), are admitted into the Dominion 
of Canada free of duty. 

SEC. 6. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with the provisions 
of this act be, and the same are, in so far as they conflict with this act, 
hereby repealed. This act shall take effect and be in force on and after 
the first day of January, 1912. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. 
South, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
Bouse had signed the enrolled bill ( H. R. 4413) to place on 
the free list agricultural implements, cotton bagging, cotton 
ties, leather~ boots and shoes, fence wire, meats, cereals, flour, 
bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, salt, and other articles, 
and it was thereupon signed by the Vice President. 

PRINTING FOR C{)MMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELEC'rIO:NS. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions, reported the following resolution ( S. Res. 139), which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to : 

Resolt:ed, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and is hereby, authorized to have printed 
such hearings or other matter as may be deemed necessary l:n connec
tion with subjects to be considered by said committee during the 
Sixty-second Congress. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT J".iEW ARK, OHIO. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. W .A.HREN. Will the Senator withhold that motion for 

a moment? 
Mr. PE1\1ROSE. I withhold the motion. 
Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Public 

Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
13276) to provide for the disposal of the present Federal build
ing site at Newark, Ohio, and for the purehase of a new site 
for such building, to report it without amendment. I call the 
attention of the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE] 
to it. 

l\Ir. POI\IERENE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Tliere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIO BUILDING AT LYNCHBURG, VA. 

Mr. SW Al~SON. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
13391) to increase the cost limit of the public building at 
Lynchburg, Va., to report it without amendment, and I ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

1\.Ir. PENROSE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to, and (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 
18, 1911, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 17, 1911. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer : 
Our Father in heaven, strengthen, we beseech Thee, our 

faith in the eternal verities, that we may not become com
pletely absorbed in the things which are temporal, that we 
may have great thoughts and do noble deeds, and thus build 
for ourselves a character which shall stand the test of time 
and leave behind us a record worthy of all emulation, in the 
spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
apprm-ed. 

THE RECORD. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest a ·correction In 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr . ... IA1'~. On yesterday the gentleman from West· Vir

ginia [:Ur. LITTLEPAGE] asked and obtained leave to extend his 
remarks in the RECORD. His remarks are extended in the 
RECORD and interlarded with the remarks 14 times occurs the 
word "applause," and once occurs .the words "loud a·pplause .. " 
The remarks were not delivered in the House. 
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l\fr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the 
gentleman, and I want to know to what page the gentleman 
refers? 

Mr. MANN. To page 4031. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. To LITTLEPAGE. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Illinois anything 

more to say? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the RECORD be corrected 

by striking out from this speech the word "applause" where 
1t occurs 14 times and the words "loud applause" where they 
occur .once. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I desire to ask a question, 
as I am not informed. Was the gentleman from West Virginia 
given leave to extend his remarks in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. He was given leave by unanimous consent 
to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

·Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, from the number of times 
that extensions of remarks have been made, interlarded with 
addresses from people all over the world, I think the gentle
man has the right to extend his remarks as far as he wanted 
to do so. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think he has the right in extending his 
remarks to insert actions of the House which did not take 
place. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any motion to make 
touching the RECORD? 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous · consent that it be corrected. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I object. 
Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the RECORD be 

corrected by striking out the words "applause" and "loud ap
plause" where occurring in the speech of Mr. LITTLEPAGE on 
pages 4031, 4032, and 4033 of the RECORD. 

Mr. HE:NRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the mat
ter to the appropriate committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to refer 
the motion of the gentleman fTom Illinois [Mr. MANN] and 
the whole matter to the Committee on Printing. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Division, :Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided, and there were-ayes 143, noes 71. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 171, nays 122 

answered " present " 13, not voting 79, as follows : ' 

Adair 
Adamson 
Alexander 
Allen 
Ashbrook 
Barnhart 
Bathrick 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Borland 
Brantley 
Brown 
Buch.a nan 
Bulkley 
Burke, Wis. 
Burnett 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Callaway 
Carter 
Clark, Fla. 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Connell 
Conry 
Cox, Ind. 
Co:x:, Ohio \ 
Cullop , 
Daugherty · 
Davenport 
Dent 
Dickinson 
Dil'S 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Don oboe 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Driscoll, D . .A. 
Dupre 

A.kin, N. Y. 
Ames 
Anthony 
Austin 

YEAS-171. 
Edwards Jones 
Ellerbe Kindred 
Evans Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Faison Kon op 
Ferris Korbly 
Fields Lamb 
Finley Lee, Ga. 
Fitzgerald Lee, Pa. 
Flood, Va. Lewis 
Floyd, Ark. Linthicum 
Foster, Ill. Littleton 
Fowler Lloyd 
Francis Lo beck 
Gallagher McCoy 
Garner McDermott 
Garrett McGlllicuddy 
George :M:acon 
Glass Maguire, Nebr. 
Godwin, N. C. Maher 
Goeke :M:artin, Colo. 
Gould Mays 

• 1 Graham Moon. Tenn. 
Gray Moore, Tex:. 
Gregg, Pa. Morrison 
Gudger Moss, Ind. 
Hamill Murray 
Hamlin Oldfield 
Hammond O'Sbaunessy 
Hardwick Padgett 
Hardy · Page 
Harrison, Miss. Palmer 
llay Peters 
Heflin Porter 
Helm Post 
Henry, TeL Pou 
Bolland Pujo 
Houston Rainey 
Howard Raker 
Hug-hes, Ga. Randell. Tex. 
Hull Ran. dell, La. 
.Jacoway Rauch 
.Johnson, Ky. Reilly 
.Johnson, S. C. Richardson 

Bates 
Bingham 
Bowman 
Burke, Pa. 

NAYS-122. 

Burke, S. Dak. 
Butler 
Campbell 
Cannon 

Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Rouse 
Ru bey 
Rucker, Colo. 
Rucker, Mo. 
Russell 
Saba th 
Saunders 
Scully 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 
Sims 
.Sisson 
Small 
Smith, N. Y. 
Spark.man 
Stack 
Stedman 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stone 
Sweet 
'l'alcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thayer 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Tribble 
TW'nbull 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 
Whitacre 
White 
Wickliffe 
Wilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 

Catlin 
Claypool 
Copley 
Crago 

Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Danforth 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
De Forrest 
Dodds 
Draper 
Driscoll, M. E. 
Dwight 
Dyer 
Esch 
Farr 
Foss 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fuller 
Gillett 
Good 
Green, Iowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Griest 
Guernsey 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hanna 
Harris 

Bartlett 
Burleson 
Fornes 
Gardner, Mass. 

Hartman McCreary 
Hau&en McKenzie 
Hawiey :McJ<:inley 
Hayes McKinney 
Heald McLaughlin 
Helgesen Mc::'iforran 
Henry, Conn. Madden 
Higgins Madison 
Hill Mann 
Hinds Mart;in, S. Dak. 
Howell Matthews 
Howland Miller 
Hubbard Mondell 
Humphrey, Wash. Morgan 
Jackson Morse, Wis. 
Kahn Nelson 
Kendall Norris 
Kennedy Nye 
Kent Olmsted 
Know land Parran 
Kopp Payne 
Lafean Pickett 
La Follette Plumley 
Langham Pray 
Lawrence Prince 
Loud Rees 
McCall Reyburn 

ANSWERED " PRESENT "-13. 
Humphreys, Miss. l\Ialby 
Lever Needham 
Lindbergh Patton, Pa. 

'Longworth Wedemeyer 
NOT VOTING-79. 

Aiken, S. C. Cravens Kinkead, N. J. 
Kitchin Anderson, l\Iinn. Curley 

Anderson, Ohio Davis, W. Va. 
Andrus Denver 
Ansberry Dickson, Miss. 
.Ayres F.stopinal 
Barchfeld Fairchild 
Bartholdt Focht 
Beq~er Fordney 
Boenne Gardner, N. J. 
Bradley Goldfogle 
Broussard Goodwin, Ark. 
Burgess Gregg, Tex. 
Calder Hamilton, W. Va. 
Candler Harrison, N. Y. 
Can trill Hensley 
Carlin Hobson 
Cary Hughes, N. J. 
Cooper Hughes, W. Va. 
Covington James 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Konig 
Lafferty 
Langley 
Latta 
Legare 
Lenroot 
Levy 
Lindsay 
Littlepage 
McGuire, Okla. 
McHenry 
l\Ioon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 
Mott 
Murdock 
Patten, N. Y. 
Pepper 
Powers 

Roberts, Nev. 
Rodenberg 
Sells 
Simmons 
Sloan 
Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Speer 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Switzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Towner 
Utter 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Warburton 
Weeks 
Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 

Wilder 

Prouty 
Redfield 
Riordan 
Roberts, Mass. 
Robinson 
Sherley 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Tex. 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Snlzer 
Talbott, Md. 
Tilson 
Tuttle 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wood, N. J. 
Young, Tex. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CLARK of Florida). The 
Clerk will announce the pairs : 

The Clerk read as follows : 
For the session : 
Mr. SLAYDEN with Mr. FORDNEY. 
Mr. FORNES with Mr. BRADLEY. 
:Mr. RIORDAN with 1\fr. ANDRUS. 
Mr. LEVER with Mr. SULLOWAY. 
Mr. LINDSAY with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
1\Ir. SULZER with Mr. l\IALBY (and on all questions affecting a 

veto of the President). 
Mr. CANTRILL with Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 
Until further notice: 
l\Ir. SHERLEY with Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts (not to ap· 

ply on vetoes). 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey with l\Ir. GABDNER of New Jersey. 
Mr. CURLEY with Mr. WILDER. 
Mr. GoLDFOGLE witll Mr. CARY. 
Mr. CoVINGTON with Mr. PARRAN. 
Mr. ROBINSON with Mr. Woon of New Jersey. 
Mr. HOBSON with Mr. FAIRCHILD (transferable). 
Mr. BOEHNE with Mr. STERLING. 
Mr. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. BARCHFELD. 
Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio with Mr. CALDER. 
Mr. CRAVENS with Mr. CooPEB. 
Mr. DENVER with Mr. FOCHT. 
Mr. GooDWIN of Arkansas with Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. 
Mr. GREGG of Texas with Mr. LAFFERTY. 
Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia with Mr. LANGLEY. 
Mr. KITCHIN with Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BURLESON with Mr. MooRE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. YOUNG of Texas with Mr. MoTT. 
Mr. BROUSSARD with Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. 
From August 5 to August 19, inclusive: 
Mr. REDFIELD with Mr. NEEDHAM ( reserying the right .to make 

a quorum and all votes affecting vetoes of the President). 
Until August 19 : 
Mr. KONIG with Mr. POWERS . 
Until Friday morning: 
Mr. CANDLER with Mr. SLEMP. 
Until Thursday noon: 
Mr. JAMES with Mr. LoNGWORTH (on all votes except vetoes 

of the Prnsiden t} • 
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For the balance of the day : 
Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. 
On this vote : 
Mr. BARTLETT with Mr. TILSON. 
From to-day to the balance of the week ; 
Mr. LITTLEPAGE with Mr. PRoUTY. 
The result was then announced, as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The motion to refer is carried, and it goes 

to the Committee on Printing. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend
ment joint resolution and bill of the following titles: 

H.J. Res.146. Joint resolution for appointment of a member 
of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers ; and · 

H. R.13277. An act .to increase the limit of cost of the public 
building authorized to be constructed at Gettysburg, Pa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

s. 2904. An act to confer upon the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia authority to regulate the operation and 
equipment of the vehicles of the Metropolitan Coach Co. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the con
current resolution ( S. Con. Res. 7) relative to the celebration 
in January, 1912, of the completion of the railroad to the island 
city of Key West, Fla. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

s. 2904. An act to confer upon the Commissioners of the Dis
trict of Columbia authority to regulate the operation and equip
ment of the vehicles of the Metropolitan Coach Co.; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ORA VENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re, 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 8146. An act to construct a bridge across Rock River, 
at or near Colona Ferry, in the State of Illinois; 

H. R. 4682. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River, at cir near Glenhayes Station, in Wayne County, W. Va.; 
and 

H. R.11723. An act permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the St. Croix River between Burnett County, Wis., 
and Pine County, l\Iinn. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title : 

S. 2055. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a new public building at Bangor, l\Ie., also for the 
sale of the site and ruins of the former post-office building. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOB HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. ORA VENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 11019. An act to reduce the duties on wool and manu
factures of wool ; 

H. R. 4682. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River at or near GJenhayes Station, in Wayne County, W. Va.; 

H. R.11723. An act permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the St. Croix River between Burnett County, Wis., 
and Pine County, Minn.; and 

H. R. 8146. An act to construct a bridge across Rock River at 
or near Colona Ferry, in the State of Illinois. 

MESSA.GE FROM . THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Curtiss, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

S. 3253. An act to authorize the counties of Yell and Con
way to construct a bridge across the Petit Jean River. 

FREE-LIST BILL. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Speaker to lay 
before the House House bill 4413, an act to. place agricultural 
implements and other articles on the free list. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama calls up the 
conference report on the free-list bill. · 

The conference report and statement are as follows (No. 146) : 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4413) to place on the free list agricultural implements, cotton 
bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence wire, meats, 
cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, salt, and 
other articles, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows : 

That the House recede from ·its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6, and agree to the 
same. 

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 5 and 7 and the 
amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 8 the committee of conference have been unable to agree. 

0. W. UNDERWOOD, 
0. B. RANDELL, 
FRANCIS BURTON HARRISON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE, 
J, W. BAILEY, 
F. l\I. SIMMONS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT, 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill ( H. R. 4413) 
to place on the free list agricultural implements, etc., submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the . accompanying 
report: 

On amendment No. 1: Places binders on the free list, as pro
posed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 2: Strikes out of the bill the provision, 
proposed by the House, limiting the application of the bill to 
boots and shoes of certain constituent parts only. 

On amendments Nos. 3, 4, and 6: l\Iakes verbal corrections in 
the text of the bill. 

On the amendments of the Senate Nos. 5 and 7 and the 
amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate No. 8 
the committee of conference have been unable to agree. 

0. W, UNDERWOOD, 
C. B. RANDELL, 
FRANCIS BURTON HARRISON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday the House 
conferees agreed to the conference report. It leaves in disagree
ment three amendments of the Senate and one amendment ot 
the House. I would like to arrange a division of time with 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. I would like to 
suggest to the gentleman from New York that we confine debate 
on this proposition to an hour, and that he control half of it 
and that 'I control the other half. 

Ur. PAYNE. I am agreeable t_o that. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, there are four motions I 

desire to make, but I desire to ask unanimous consent to make 
them all now, so that they will _be pending before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama what is the agreement with the gentleman from 
New Yo1·k? 

l'lfr. UNDERWOOD. That there shall be one hour's debate 
on the free-list bill, the gentleman from New York to control 
half the time and myself half the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that pie debate on the conference report on this 
bill be limited to one hour, and that he control the first halt 
of it and that the gentleman from New York control the other 
half. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman fi-om 

Alabama what is his other motion! 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent to make at 

once the four motions that I desire to make in connection with 
this bill, in order to have them all pending at once. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. l\Ir. Speaker, does the gentleman desire a sepa
rate vote on lemons! 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; on each proposition. 
Mr. M.A,l"'lfN. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, to the gentlemap. that 

it does not need unanimous consent to- give notice of the amend-
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ments he will offer. Th~y will be in order regardless of unani- out the word "corn," where it appears in line 11, page 3, of 
mous consent. the printed bill, and the corresponding place in the enrolled 

l\fr. U:l\'DERWOOD. No doubt that is true, but I prefer to bill. 
have the House determine. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion. 

Mr. MANN. What are they! The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will st.ate to the gentleman what I That the House concur in Senate amendment No. 5, with an amend· 

propose to move. I propose to move to -concur in Senate gm~t striking out the word "corn," 1n line 11, page 3, of the printed 

amendment No. 5, with an amendment striking out the word 
"corn," as it appears in line 11 of page 3 of the printed copy Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make this state-
of the bill-I have not the origin.al-and to concur in Senate ment to the House. We passed a free-list bill, putting on the 
amendment No. 7. free list-

M MANN If th tl will d d es th en Beef, veal, mutton, Iamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted, 
r. · e gen eman par on me, 0 . e g - pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in 

tleman propose to move to strike out" corn" and to insert "for any manner, bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compound a.nd lard 
purposes of distillation" after "corn"? substitutes, and sausage and sausage meats. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will move to strike it out. The re- We also placed· on the free list-
sult is the same whichever method is followed. It is easier Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye flour 
and less complicated to strike it out. I propose then to move bran, middlings, and other offals of grain, oatpieal and rolled oats, and 
to concur in Senate amendment No. 7, with an amendment all prepared cereal foods, and biscuits, bread, waters, and similar 

articles not sweetened. 
striking out the word "corn" where it appears in line 19 of 
page 3 of the printed bill-wherever it appears correctly in the The House was in favor of that proposition. I believe to-day 

that the House-I know that the Democratic side of the 
regular bill. House-is in favor of free meats and free bread for the A.mer-

1\fr. MAl\TN. That is, the word" corn," with an amendment? ican people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] When the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. Then I propose to recede from the 

House amendment No. l, inserting "lemons,,; and then 1 pro- bill went to the Senate the Senate added the following pro-
pose to move to concur in Senate amendment No. 8, in reference vision, both ~o the provision in the House bill relating to free 
to Roman and Portland cement. meats and the provision relating to free bread. Their amend-

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not need unanimous con- ment was: 
Insert after all words about these articles on the free list the fol-

sent lowing : " Coming from any foreign country with which the United 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I underst.and that. States has a reciprocal agreement and which shall admit from the 
Mr. Mil"'N. Certain motions are in order, and the notice United States free of duty cotton, corn, wheat, oats, horses, cattle, 

covers them. and hogs." 
The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Alabama with- Now, Mr. Speaker, when this bill went to conference the con-

draws his request for unanimous consent? ferees on the part of the House refused to agree to that Senate 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I prefer to ask unanimous amendment, and stated that they insisted that the Senate should 

consent that I may have the p1ivilege, because when the hour have another vote on the question of giving the American peo
is up there may be some question about my rights- ple free bread and free meat. We came to a partial agreement 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- about minor amendments, but on these two important amend
mous consent that, in addition to this amendment that he is of- .ments we refused to agree and insisted that the bill should go 
fering now, when this hour of debate expires he shall have the back to the Senate for another vote. It went back to the Sen
right to off er three other amendments. ate, and the Senate still insisted on its amendments and sent the 

Mr. MA.:NN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, r bill back to the House with these amendments that prohibit 
should like to make this suggestion and to obtain this par- meat and bread coming from any country in the world. 
liamentary information if I can. The time for debate has been I understand, though, that the Senate is willing to pass the 
limited to one hour, and the previous question has not been bill prohibiting meat and bread· coming free from any country 
ordered at the end of the hour. It will still be permissible to in the world except Canada; they are willing to pass the bill 
offer motions at the end of the hour. The gentleman from giving free bread and free meat from the Dominion of Canada. 
Alabama can offer his motions. On the other hand, if anyone l\fr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 
on this side or that side desires to offer a motion to concur in Mr. UNDERWOOD. For a question. 
the Senate amendments, it will be in order. I do not think Mr. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman say that it is his 
the gentleman ought to take away any rights that any other understanding that the so-called Kern amendment was for the 
gentleman may have. I ask for parlhmentary information purpose of preventing the introduction of meat and bread from 
whether the agreement to close debate at the end of the hour any country? 
in itself operates to prevent motions being made at the end of Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not say that that was the pur-
the hour? pose. l\ly friend misunderstood me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that it does l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman think that that was 
not. the intention, or was it a mistake? 

Mr. MANN. There is not any question about it. .M:r. UNDERWOOD. It was undoubtedly a mistake. The 
The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Illinois objecting to Kern amendment, by inserting the word "corn " in this amend-

this unanimous consent or not? ment, prohibited bread and meat coming from Canada or any 
l\fr. MA..."'rn". I will object, if the gentleman makes the re- other country, because, under the reciprocal trade agreement, 

quest. I do not wish to cut the gentleman off from the oppor- there is a tax on corn for distilling purposes going from this 
tunity to make his motion. country into Canada. Therefore, if you pass the bill as it now 

The SPEAKER. The Chair· states that unless the gentleman reads without striking out the ·word "corn," you would not ad
from Alabama moYes the previous question at the end of this mit bread and meat free from any country. But if you strike 
hour anybody who can get the floor can move-- out tlle word "corn," as I propose to do in my amendment, 

Mr. Ul'\'DERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I intend to move the pre- then you will prohibit free bread and meat coming from all 
vious question, and I intended to allow the gentlemen -0n that other countries, but you will admit free bread and free meat 
side to offer-- from Canada. I understand that the Senate is willing to agree 

Mr. l\IANN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Ala- to. thn.t amendment and admit free bread and free meat from 
bama that a motion for the previous question would not pre- Canada. 
vent a motion of priority, which is the motion to concur in the But if we insist on free bread and free meat from the balance 
Senate amendments. of the world it means that the bill will be defeated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. .And I have no desire to do so. Now, there is no man in this House that is more anxious to 
Mr. MANN. I understand that. It is not necessary to move have free bread and free meat from an the world than I am, 

the previous question. The debate is limited, and closes at the because I believe that if there is anything that ought to go on 
end of the hour. the free list it is bread and meat for the people of the United 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Illinois objecting? States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. l\f.ANN. I object. 'l,here is no clause in this bill that is of more interest to my 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I will endeavor to put the own constituency than this question of free bread and free 

bill through; notwithstanding the objections of the gentleman meat But I recognize the fact that we have got to sur
from Illinois. render free bread and free meat or defeat this bill, and the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized propriety of surrendering rather than to deprive the people of 
for 30 minutes. the United States of the other great benefits they will receive 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I moYe that the House con- under the enactment of this bill into law. [Applause on the 
cur in Senate amendment No. 5, with an amendment striking Democratic side.] We will give to the country free agricultural 
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implements, we will give them free shoes, we will give them 
many other desirable things; and although I know thITT the 
Members on this side of the House desire to give the country 
free bread and free meat, I say the time has come when we 
a re compelled to surrender as to these amendments in order 
that we may send to the President a meritorious bil1. 

Now, in reference to the Senate amendment putting Portland 
cement on the free list, so far as I know there has been no 
opposition from this side of the House and but very little from 
the other side. 

As to lemons, put on by the House amendme.nt, we refused 
to come to an agreement on free lemons. The Senate disagreed 
to our amendment. We insisted that they should take it back 
to the Senate for another vote. They did take it back, and the 
Senate defeated the amendment. Now, I say there is no more 
outrageous provision in the Payne tariff bill than the increased 

.tux that they put on lemons. 
They had a prohibitive duty on oranges, and ha\e cl.riven every 

foreign orange out of this country. The increased tax there was 
a fair tax, a high tax, at least a tax that was too high for the 
consumer, but gave all the protection to the lemon grower of 
California that he had a right to ask for in the Dingley bill, 
and the Payne bill increased it one-half. The result is going to 
be that if this tax on lemons stays on the statute books for a 
year or two longer, exactly the same thing is going to happen 
in reference to lemons that happened in reference to oranges. 
It is going to drive the Sicilian and the Italian lemon out of 
the American market, and the people of this country, and the 

.·hospitals, and the eleemosynary institutions that require lemons 
at the sick bed are going to be placed in the hands of one of 
the most drastic trusts that exists in the United States. [Ap
plause on the Democratic side.] So far as I am concerned, I 
would like to keep free lemons in this bill. I hope the day · 1s 
not far distant when we can again legislate in reference to the 
tax on lemons and do justice to t.te American people. [Ap
pla use on the Democratic side.] But I realize that if the House 
stands out now for its amendment for free lemons on this bill 
the bill is defeated, and I think it is wise for us to surrender 
nnd take what we can get and remedy these other evils when 
we can get to them in a no distant day, as I am sure we will have 
the opportunity to do. 

Mr. Speaker, after the debate on this proposition is over, I 
will make my motion in reference to the other amendment. I 
now reserve the balance of my time and ask the Chair to tell 
me how much time I have consumed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (l\lr. PAGE). The gentleman from 
Alabama has consumed 12 minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield eight minutes to the gen
tleman from Connecticut [.Mr. HILL]. 

l\Ir. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state what, in my judg
ment, will be the effect of this amendment. Two years ago the 
Payue tariff bill reduced the tariff on meats about 25 per cent. 
That was a Republican reduction: made by a Republican Con
gress-Republican in both branches-and by a Republican Ways 
and Means Committee; substantially an average reduction of 
25 per cent on meats straight through. I wanted meats free 
then, and I am for free meat now. Shortly after that the 
Canadian reciprocity negotiations were begun by the President, 
and a Republican administration endeavored by its negotiations 
to have free meat between the United States and Canada. They 
did not succeed in it because Canada objected, but the Repub
lican administration did succeed in reducing under the reci
procity treaty the duty on meats between these two countries by 
16i per cent. That makes a reduction of 41 per cent on meats 
during this Republican administration, and nothing by the 
Democratic Members of this Congress, now in practical control 
of both branches of it. Now, then, what came next? The reci
procity agreement was concluded, and there were those who 
honestly believed that they could not eat cattle, but must eat 
meat; that they could not eat wheat, but must eat flour; and so 
the Democratic Party brought in this free-list bill providing for 
free meat anu free .flour from all the world. Then the Repub
licans tried to secure a market for our farmers by insisting on 
reciprocal treatment of this product with other countries, and 
the Democrats refused even that. The bill passed this House 
and went to the Senate, and an amendment was put on there by 
a ·nemocrat and voted for by every Democrat in the Senate, 
making meat dutiable at the Payne rate from all the world. 
That is the situation. Not a dollar of reduction on meats has 
been made by anybody except the Republican Party. .An in
dorsement and approval of the Payne rates has been given by 
every Democrat in the Senate, and now every Democrat on the 
floor of tl:).is House proposes to supplement that indorsement. 
That is the situation exactly as it is. I propose to ask permis
sion to insert as a part of my remarks an extract from the 

New York World of August 18, 1911, giving the prices of meats 
this year and last year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecti
cut asks unanimous consent to insert an extract in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 
.Mr. HILL. Oh, it is Democratic authority, and you surely 

will not object to it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I did not rise to object, but I would 

like to ask the question, If my friend disputes for a moment 
that every Democrat on the Ways and Means Committee dur
ing the consideration of the Payne bill was in favor of free 
meat? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, the people of the United States look at the 
results and not at individual explanations. I am giving a state
ment of conditions exactly as they are, and when the gentleman 
from Colorado--

Mr. U:i\1DERWOOD. The gentleman put it on, and he voted 
for a rule to prevent us from amending it and cutting it off. 

Mr. HILL. Very well. When the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. RucKEB], a Democrat, the other day took the .floor on this 
conference report, I said to him, " Does not this amendment put 
the Democratic Party squarely in the position of being in fa -ror 
of the Payne rate of duty on meats as it is now contained in 
the Payne bill?" and he replied that it did. The chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from Ala
bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. said last night, and he repeats it now, 
t1;lat he is compelled to recede and concur with the Senate on 
this question, in order to save the rest of the bill. So that the 
Democratic Party not only deliberately continues in effect a duty 
on meat by its vote in both Houses, but it gives us the terms and 
conditions under which they do it. Now, what are they? 

What is the rest of this bill? First, free agricultural imple·. 
ments. We have them now free from every export' country in 
the world except Germany, and we can have them from Ger
many if they will admit ours. What is the next item-this is no 
gift, it is a trade-what is the next item? We swap free bread 
for free barbed wire. The men in the Scriptures who asked for 
bread and were given a stone had a royal feast compared to 
the American people who, under Democratic legislation, are 
offered taxed food in exchange for free barbed wire. [Applau.se 
on the Republican side.] We swap free meat, for what? Free 
cotton ties. An industry of $700,000,000, averaging 20 per cent 
duty now, and you absolutely and deliberately say you are 
willing to sacrifice cheaper food for the wage earners and con
sumers of this country in exchange for free cotton ties for the 
southern cotton grower. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Connecticut knows 
that is not true-

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Con
necticut yield to the gentleman from Alabama? 

.Mr. HILL. If the gentleman will give me more time, I will 
yield to him. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman makes a statement 
that is not true. 

l\fr. HILL. Then the gentleman can correct it in his own 
time. 

l\Ir. UJ\1DERWOOD. We have not made any swaps. 
Mr. HILL. Fresh meats, ham, bacon, flour, the food of the 

people-$1,500,000,000 of it-and a month ago these men came 
in their holy purity and said they were going to give to the 
wage earners of New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, New Or· 
leans-the men who work in the factories and shops-that they 
were going to give them free food, nnd you swap it off now for 
bagging for cotton and save $600,000 to the million growers 
of cotton, and, as you haYe admitted in your free-list report 
would be the effect, you lose more than $100,000,000 to 90,000,000 
consumers in this country. That is your swap. That is the 
trade you are making now with your Democratic brethren in 
the Senate. 

Why do you not stand up to your claim of a month ago and 
have free meat and free flour? If you can not get it in any 
other way than by losing this bill, sacrifice your cotton growers, 
sacrifice your cotton ties, sacrifice your cotton bagging, sacrifice 
your barbed wire. They are insignificant compared with the 
needs the poor people--

Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 
l\1r. HILL. I will yield to the gentleman because I know he 

is in favor of free meat for his own people. 
Ur. FITZGERALD. The gentlem::m was in favor of free 

rnents when the Payne bill was under consideration, was he 
not? 

Mr. HILL. I said I did try to get free meats; we did get a 
reduction of 25 per cent. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Why did not the gentleman make a sac
rifice of the New England manufacturers when he could not 
get free m~ts? [Lond applause on the Democratic side.] 

Ur. HILL. Ob, l\1r. Speuker, I hope that will not be taken out 
of my time; it is so very seldom I am applauded by my enemie 
I want them to ha.Ye full scope. nlr. Speaker, the gentleman 
asked me a question. I did not stand on this floor preaching 
one doctrine to the House of Representatives and another to my 
constituwts at home in a campaign. [Applause on the Repub
liran side.] I sfand for a moderate tariff tlillt will absolutely 
reco0'11ize U:e difference in the cost of production at home and 
abroad. [ ri es of "Oh ! " on the Democratic side.] Absolutely. 

Ur. GAil~ER. Does that apply to meat? 
Mr. IIILL. It applies to everything. 
l\lr. GAR~R. Then, why did you want to put meats on the 

free list? 
~Ir. HILL. Because we can produce and do, and export from 

one hundred and seventy-five to two hundred million dollars• 
worth e\ery year, raised cheaper here than in any other coun
try on earth. 

l\Ir. GARl\"'ER. Then, the tariff does not make any differ-
ence--

~Ir. HILL. It is immaterial whether it makes any differ
ence or not, I stand on the principle; you do not. You trade a 
principle for cotton ties, cotton bagging, and barbed wire and 
sacrifice the people of this country to your own interests to 
make a little larger profits in the· cotton-growing industry. 
[.Applause on the Republican side.] 

Tlle SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
bas expired. 

The statement is as follows: 
RETAlLEnS WILL BOOST A.LL MEAT PRICES TO·lIORROW-A.DVA.:'.'i"CE BY 

WIIOLESALERS OF FROll 3 TO 5 CEXTS A POUND FORCES THE:ll TO A.SK 
l\IORE-PA.CKE"RS PI.rEAD THERE'S A SCA.RCITY OF CATTLE-CHICA.GO 
REPORTS DO::-<'T SHOW THIS TO BE TRUE-POl'ATOES GETTING DEAREB. 

New York housekeepers may look for higher prices for almost every 
kind of meat to-morrow. In the face of an advance in the wholesale 
prices for bee! and pork of from 3 to 5 cents a pound, many of the re
tail dealers have been able to keep their prices down because they had 
laid in large stocks of meat at the lower figures. . 

Interviews with many large retail dealers by a reporter for the 
World yesterday showed, however, that the breaking point ha come, 
and that retail dealers generally will be obliged to advance prices to
morrow. In pork of the first quality dealers who have been keeping 
the retail price at from 18~ cents to 20 will be forced to demand 25 
cent , -which is said to be a record price. 

TWO CENTS MORE FOR PORTERHOUSE. 

Porterhouse steaks that some dealers have been able to keep at 28 
cents dorin"' the week will jump to 30 and 31 cents. Hams are al
ready held at 24 cents retail, as against 20 cents two weeks ago, and 
must go higher in view of the advanced whole ale price. 

Whole ale prices can be quoted with some accuracy, although there 
are many sides to the dealing in meats that make this almost impossi
ble. To giv«:> retail prices in an understandable manner it is always 
ni!ce ary to obtain comparative figures of dealers in the sume neigh
borhood at different times. 

Dr. Ira S. Wile and Mies Winifred Gibbs, who made an exhaustive 
study of food conditions last year, found that four classes furnh!bed 
the smallest number into which they could divide retail prices of meats 
that a.re called by the ·same name. At the present time a comparison 
of prices between some west side stores one year ago and between some 
east side stores to-day might seemingly show n falling off in price. 

On the oth1!r ha.nd, a comparison between prices of some east side 
dealers one year ago and the present prices of some west side dealers 
might show such an increase in price as to frighten tbe public. Ily 
taking the reports of the books of the a.me dealers in different locali
ties it was shown yesterday that prices for meats are genera.Uy 1 or 2 
cents above the average high level last year when the entire country 
was stirred by the high prices. 

PREDICTS \EllY HIGHEST PRICES. 

In view of the fact that many retnil butchers have been holding back 
on raising prices, one Fourth Avenue butcher stated yesterday he be
lieved the coming week would see the highest prices ever recorded for 
meats. · 

Ml official of Swift & Co. reiterated yesterday the statement of the 
packer that there is a scarcity of cattle. Reports from Chicago do not 
show such a scarcity. Receipts of cattle for last week were 59,081, 
and for the week before 60,351, as against receipts of 50,184 for the 
fir t week in August. 1910, and 59,110 for the second week. 

Jn connection with the increased prices of meats, the jump. in the 
price of potatoes is said by many dealers to be likely to be most seriously 
felt h~re. Again prices vary according to locality, but Arthur Liess, of 
No. 3407 Broadway, gives the following comparison in tbe retail prices: 

7 CE:NTS MORE TRAN LAST YEAR. 

" La.st year at this time potatoes were selling at 18 cents for a bas
ket of n pounds. The price dropped to 17 cents, but is now 25 cents a 
basket, with e>ery prospect of going higher." 

Se->era.l of the butchers interviewed said new high prices would be 
forced by the fact that fol.' the lust 18 months or more they have been 
re<:eiYing 4 cents n. pound for fat. This enable<} the butchers to trim 
their meats carefully and sell at a low price. Now the packers have 
cll'Oppc<l their price for fat to 2 cents, with the result that on a trimmed 
steak or roust the butcher must charge 2 cents n. pound more or be less 
c:i.reful in the trimming. 
CO:II P..\.RATIVE RETAIL PRICES L"'i O~ BUTCHER SHOP IN THE LAST YEA.R. 

To give retail prices that will show any comparison of figures with 
accuracy, tbe same dealers in the same localities must be quoted. To 
compare prices in some east-side shops one year ago with prices in some 
west-side shops to-day would give no idea. of conditions. In the follow-

!ng table the World uses the -retail figures of M. Utter, a meat dealer 
m upper Broadway. He has neither multimillionaires nor very poor for 
his customers. All figures a.re for first-class mE:ats : 

1910 1911 

Aug. 12. Nov. 1. Feb. 1. Aug. 11. 

---------------!---- ------------
PotPrhouse steak ........................ . 
Sirloin ................... _ ............... . 
Prime beef, including bone ......... ..... . 
Round .............................. ~ .. .. 

Ee_~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

$0.26 
.22 
.21 
.21 
.27 
.20 
.20 

$0.'n 
.23 
.22 
.22 
.28 
.22 
.23 

30.23 
.20 
.20 
.20 
.25 
.18 
.19 

$0.23 
.24 
.22 
.22 
.28 
.25 
.24 

~Jarket conditions to-morrow are expected to result in increased 
price at retail. The profit on several lines is at present 2 cents a 
pound less than formerly. 

l\Ir. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, the attempt of the leader of the 
Democratic Illll.jority [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD], backed up by the solid 
rnte of the other ide of the House, to place lemons upon the free 
list, without any hearing or warning whatever, is, in my opinion, 
one of the most remarkable and unjustifiable movements in the 
bi tory of tu riff legislation. · 

What is the history of this attempt to subject the lemon 
industry of this country to the penalty of absolute free trade? 

The bill now under consideration, and which is a measure 
to place certain articles upon the free list, was christened by 
its authors for political purposes "The farmers' free-list bill,''. 
and was declared by its sponsors to be a. bill primarily for the 
purpose of reducing the prices of certnin articles which the 
farmers of the country are supposed to buy. Lemons being an 
agricultural product, of course, that product could not logically 
be included in such a bill. Ilowever, when the bill was on its 
pas nge through this ·House two amendments were offered to 
the bill designed to place lemons on· the free list. The gen
tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], leader of the ma
jority, recognizing that such an amendment was illogical, him
self interposed points of order against each amendment to the 
effect that such an amendment was not germane to the bill, 
and the Chair promptly ruled that the point of order was well 
taken, and that such amendments could not be offered to the 
bill. 

When this bill went to the Senate and was under considera
tion in that body, an amendment putting lemons upon the free 
list, and incorporating it in the bill, upon an actual vote was 
rejected by that body, not upon the merits, I regret to say, 
but because at that point in the consideration of the bill nearly 
nll Democratie Senators desired to pass the bill without amend
ment, and a large majority of Republican Senators were 
against the bill in any form. 

The two attempts in the House and the one attempt in the 
Sl'"nn.te upon this bill to subject the lemon industry to the pen
alty of free trade having failed and the Democratic majority 
hm·ing announced to the country that no attempt would be 
made to consider the agricultural schedule of the tariff until 
next session of Congress, the action of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] in endeavoring to remove all duties 
from imported lemons is remarkable indeed. What next fol
lowed, Mr. Speaker? The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN
DERWOOD] a few days ago, when he made the formal motion 
to send the free-list bill to conference, included in that motion 
a motion to concur in the Senate amendment putting cement 
and lime upon the free list by adding the words " and lemons." 
This "\\US a remarkable action on the part of the chairman of 
the great Committee on Ways and Means of this House, and, 
in my opinion, considering all the circumstances, his action is 
unprecedented. After both Houses had r~fused to include lem
ons in the bill in question the action of the gentleman from 
Alabama, in ma.king the mere formal motion to send the bill 
to conference, to include in such motion a motion to con.cm· in 
a Senate amendment by adding the words "and lemons,'' when 
the gentleman himself in the prior con ideration of the bill 
had taken the position that such a motion was out of order, is 
tni1y remarkable. And this motion was made at a time when 
I was ill and sick in bed and had been excused on that account 
from attendance upon the House. It would seem that fair 
treatment would require that tbe Representative upon the Ways 
and Means Committee from tbe State most interested should 
at least have had some intimation or notice that such an im
portant motion would be included in the mere formal pro
cedure of putting the bill in conference. But I must assume 
that the gentlemen upon the other side in their efforts at tnriff 
smnshing do not consider it of any importance that an industry 
wbich is about to be subjected to the penalty of absolute free 
trade should have any notice whatever that such action is con-
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templated. This attempted action of the Democratic majority 
in this House furnishes a good example of the consideration 
given tariff legislation during this session by the Democratic 
side. 

The motion now pending, submitted by the gentleman from 
Alabama to recede from the Hoose amendment to the Senate 
amendment, placing lemons on the free list and to concur in 
the Senate amendment, I thoroughly appreciate will relieve 
the lemon industry so far as this bill is concerned from the 
attempt to subject it to free trade. I am therefore in sympathy 
with the motion made by the gentleman from Alabama and 
shall support it. I appreciate, however, that this is a mere 
temporary respite from the agitation which our friends on 
the other side of the aisle have started in favor of reckless 
tariff revision. I thoroughly understand that this effort inaugu
rated by the Democratic Party will be renewed, and I thank 
the gentleman from Alabama for the timely notice which he 
has given us of his intention in this regard. 

I desire to incorporate in my remarks at this point the lan
guage of the gentleman from Alabama in this respect. The 
reporter's notes show that the gentleman said: 

As to lemons, put on by the House amendment, we refused to come 
to an agreement on free lemons. The Senate disagreed to our amend
ment. We insisted tbat they should take it back to the Senate for 
another vote. 'l'hey did take . it back, and the Senate defeated the 
amendment. Now, I say there is no more outrageous provision in the 
Payne tariff bill than the increased tax that they put on lemons. 

They had a prohibitive duty on oranges, and have driven every for
eign orange out of this country. The increased tax there was a fair 
tax, a high tax, at least o. tax that was too high for the consumer, but 
gave all the protection to the lemon grower o! California that he had 
a right to ask for in the Dingley bill, and the Payne bill increased it 
one-half. The result is going to be that if this tax on lemons stays on 
the statute books for a year or two longer exactly the same thing is 

·going to happen in reference to lemons that happened in reference to 
oranges. It is going to drive the Sicilian and the Italian. lemon out 
of the American market, and the people of this country and the hos
pitals and the eleemosynary institutions that require lemons at the 
sick bed are going to be placed in the hands of one of the most drastic 
trusts that exist in the United States. So far as I am concerned, I 
would like to keep free lemons in this bill. I hope the day is not far 
distant when we c:in again legislate in reference to the tax on lemons 
and do justice to the American people. But I realize that if the House 
stands ont now for its amendment for free lemons on this bill the bill 
will be defeated, and I think it is wise for us to surrender and take 
what we can get and remedy these other evils when we can get to 
them in a not distant day, as I am sure we will have the opportunity 
to do. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the frank statement of the leader 
of the Democratic majority just made to this House. I am glad 
he has stated in effect what is his purpose, as it will put the 
growers of citrus fruits in California upon notice. I take it 
that his statement means that he proposes, if possible, not only 
to place lemons upon the free list but also to materially reduce 
the duty on oranges, and then I suppose it is his purpose and 
desire to reduce the rates on other products of California. For 
many campaigns I have been telling the people of California 
that if the Democratic Party had complete control of the two 
Houses of Congress and of the Presidency not a single in
dustry of that State would escape the destructive ta.riff legisla
tion of the Democratic Party. I have repeated ' this warning 
so often that many protectionists in our State began to believe 
that it was not made in good faith and that it was an exaggera
tion upon my part designed to advance my reelection to this 
body. Democratic candidates for Congress in California have 
for years denied that any industry of California need be afraid 
of a Democratic Congress and a Democratic President. Every 
Democratic candidate for Congress in California since I have 
been in politics has declared again and again that, in the event 
of the election of a Democratic administration in the executiw 
and legislath-e branches of the Government the growers in 
California of citrus fruits, raisins, grapes, olives, nuts, wine, 
figs, prunes, and other products of the soil need have no fear. 
If the action of the Democratic majority in its attempt to sub
ject the lemon industry to the penalty of absolute free trade 
without notice or hearing and the announced determination of 
the leader upon that side to continue this effort shall serve 
to awaken tlle people of California to the true situation, his 
action in this regard will not ha\e been without benefit. 

I appreciate that the motion of the gentleman from Alabama, 
now pending, will carry, and that the lemon growers of Califor
nia will continue to receive, at least until the next session of 
Congress, the ~nrne protection which they now.have in the Payne 
bilL I thoroughly appreciate, however, that if the proposition 
to place lemons upon the free list was submitted to either body 
of Congress at this session as a separate proposition, freed from 
political combinations and promises, that it would undoubtedly 
carry in both Houses of Congress, and that only the presidential 
veto at this time could save the industry from being utterly 
destroyed. The combination now in control in the Senate, made 

for ulterior purposes only, may for the time being, in order to· 
carry out certain promises, be unwilling to subject the lemon 
industry to the extreme penalty of free trade. Still, however, 
that combination, in my opinion, is merely temporary, is a mere 
rope of sand, liable to separate at any moment. I fear that 
when that temporary understanding shall be at an end in the 
Senate and the obligations and promises now existing dis· 
charged, if the membership of that body were permitted to vote 
their true sentiments, freed from all obligations and promises, 
that the lemon industry would be subjected to free trade by 
practically a solid Democratic vote, augmented by enough Re
publican Senators to bring about that result. I say this because 
I do not wish the industry to rest in any fancied security that 
the present Senate situation promises any permanent protection. 
I am grateful and I feel that the industry should be thankful 
even for the temporary cause which postpones, even if it does 
not prevent, destruction and gives an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. Speaker, I confidently believe that if the lemon growers 
of California were given an opportunity to be heard, or if that 
industry were investigated by the Tariff Board, the following 
results would be shown : 

First. That since the present duty of li cents a pound upon 
lemons was imposed by the Payne law the importations of lem· 
ons into this country have actually increased. The recordS 
show that there were imported for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1900, which was the last fiscal yeur under the Dingley law, 
135,183,550 pounds of lemons. For the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1910, when the duty was 1! cents, as provided in the Payne 
law, there were imported 160,214,785 pounds, or an increase of 
approx.imately 25,000,000 pounds. For the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1911, there were imported 134,968,924 pounds. This 
was an apparent decrease in importations of 214,626 pounds, 
or 2,94.-0 boxes, as compared with the last fiscal year of the 
Dingley bill. But actual importations have not decreased. The 
weekly publication of the New York Fruit Exchange, under 
date of August 4, 1911, shows importations of foreign lemons as 
follows: 

Boxes. 
1\:fonth of July 1910----------------------------------~-- 265,000 :Month of July, 1911__ ___________________________________ 387,525 

This is an increase in July, 1911, over July, 1910, of 122,525 
boxes, or approximately 9,000,000 pounds, for the month of July 
only. Do not these figures show that the importers of foreign 
lemons deliberately, with a view of causing the receipts for the 
year ending June 30, 1911, to show a decrease, held back im
portations until the first few days of July, 1911? The abnormal 
increase of approximately 9,000,000 pounds in the importation 
of foreign lemons during the month of July, 1911, as com· 
pared with the same month in 1910, can lead to no other con
clusion than that importations were deliberately held back and 
that cargoes were not permitted to be landed until after July 
1, so that this decrease could be shown for the fiscal year just 
mentioned. 

The statement, therefore, of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. HARBISON], a member of the Ways and Means Committee, 
when the original motion was submitted. by the gentleman from 
Alabama to place Jemons upon the free fut, that the importa
tion of_ lemons had decreased is found by actual figures and 
statistics to be absolutely without foundation. 

Second. It can be shown that there has been a large increase 
in the revenue which the Government has collected from im
ported lemons under the Payne law as compared with that col
lected under the Dingley la.w. It is hardly necessary to more 
than state this proposition, because the mere statement of it 
carries its own proof. The amount of revenue collected upon 
imported lemons for the year ending June 30, 1911, was $2,024,-
533.86, while the amount of revenue collected for the last fiscal 
year of the Dingley law was $1,351,835.50. an incre!lse in 
one year in favor of the Treasury of the United States of 
the sum of $672,698.36. The amount collected the first year 
under the Payne law was much larger. From the stand
point of revenue, therefore, the present rate is entirely justified, 
nnd the attempt to put this artide upon the free list when it 
has proven such an excellent producer of revenue is inex
plicable to me. 

Third. .An impartial investigation will show, and the lemon 
growers of California, if given an opportunity, can show, in 
my judgment, that the prices of lemons to the consumers since 
the Payne law has been in effect have actun.lly decreased, all 
statements to the contrary notwithstanding. Mr. W. L. Moul
ton, representattve of the Citrus Fruit Growers of California 
in New York City, furniEhes me with the following table, which 
can easily be confirmed upon investigation, giving the prices of 
Sicilian lemons in New York City during the week ending 

' 
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August 5, 1911, and corresponding weeks in 1908 and 1907. 
Please remember that all sales of lemons in New York City 
are made at public auction: 

Weekending Weekending Weekending 
Aug. 5, 1911. Aug. 5, 1908. Aug. 5, 1907. 

First choic.e, 300 .••.••••••••••••••. 12.50 to $4.63 $3.85 to $4.50 $3.38 to $4.75 
Second choice, 300 •••••••••••••••. 2.00 to 3.50 3.15 to 3.95 2.63 to 4.25 
First choice, 360 .. -~ .••••••••••.... 2.50 to 4.00 3.10 to 3.65 3.63 to 4.75 
Second choice, 360 •••••••••••••.•. 2.00 to 3.00 2.70 to 3.25 2.72 to 4.25 
Small sizes ••••••.••••••••••••••••. 1.75 to 3.25 2.52 to 2.75 2.25 to 3.50 

These figures show that prices of lemons have been lower than 
they were before the passage of the Payne Act 

In addition to the foregoing, I have priced lemons in the mar
kets and upon the streets in Washington very frequently, both 
before and after the passage of the Payne law, and I assert 
without fear of successful contradiction that they have been 
cheaper since that· law went into effect than they were before. 
This very morning, on my way to the Capitol, I priced lemons 
and found them selling on the streets for 8, 10, and 12 cents a 
dozen, and in the markets the best lemons were to be obtained 
for 15, and none above 20 cents per dozen. 

Fourth. It can be shown that large investments have been 
made upon the strength of the increased duty, there having been 
an additional acreage of lemons planted of approximately 30 
per cent since the passage of the Payne law. These inv~st
ments have been made upon the strength of the increased duty, 
and would be entirely sacrificed or destroyed if the duty were 
removed. In this connection I assert that there is ample terri
tory in the State of California suitable for the growing of 
lemons that will make it possible, with the protection given by 
the Payne law, to lead within a comparatively short time to the 
production of sufficient lemons to supply the American market, 
a result greatly to be desired for reasons which I hope to enlarge 
upon further on in my speech. 

Fifth. It can be shown, in my opinion, if a hearing is granted, 
that the lemon importers have raised a fund estimated at from 
$40,000 to $75,000, to be used in their campaign to place lemons 
upon the free list. According to my information, this fund has 
been obtained in the following manner: An assessment was first 
made of 5 cents a box upon each box of imported lemons. When 
this action became public the importers of lemons induced the 
steamship companies to increase the freight rate on lemons two· 
pence a box, which is a little over 4 cents, and then a rebate 
equal to the increase in freight per box was granted by the 
steamship companies, which went into the fund.. This action of 
the impo1ters and the steamship companies, if proven to be 
true, as I belie-re it can be, indicates that much of the publicity 
campaign which has been carried on in favor of putting lemons 
upon the free list is a purely artificial and manufactured 
public sentiment. The manner of raising the fund, if it came 
from domestic transportation companies instead of foreign com
panies operating upon the ocean, would subject those responsi
ble for the same to the penalties of our laws ; but as the fund 
is made up of rebates given by foreign transportation companies 
operating upon the high seas, there is no jurisdiction in our laws 
to deal with such reprehensible action. The knowledge that 
such a fund has been collected by importers of foreign products 
and by foreign corporations to be used in a campaign to ad
vance the interests of the foreign producer by methods akin to 
corruption, and to destroy the domestic producer, ought to re
sult in a demand that even the Democratic majority in this 
Chamber will not dare ignore; that the domestic grower of 
lemons be given fair treatment; that he at least receive treat
ment equal to the foreign producer and importer. Mr. Speaker, 
we ask fair treatment and demand a hearing. 

Sixth. I assert, and I believe it can be shown, that the im
portation of lemons into the United States is controlled by a 
very few individuals, who are organized into a drastic com
bination whicll. follows all the practices of a criminal trust 
Thi.:i small coterie of powerful importers control absolutely 
the whole business of importation of 1emons into this counlTy. 
I am informed, and I belie-re my information is correct, that 
on account of the low prices of lemon in this country at the 
present time the importers are now reshipping large quantities 
of lemons, which were destined for the port of New York, to 
London and other ports in order to systematically starve the 
market and thus cause hiuh prices in this country, so thnt 
these prices may be made to rnn to the highest level possible 
between now and the next ses ion of Congress. I think it 
may be reasonably predicted that owing to the direct ma
nipulation of the importers of foreign lemons that the prices 
of tile product will be artificial1y advanced because of the 

action just enumerated for the ulterior purpose of attempting 
to influence the action of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the island of Sicily furnishes most of the 
lemons that go into the markets of the world. In Italy proper 
and in Spain and in a few other localities lemons are produced, 
but the great competitor and the most promising rival to the 
Sicilian grower of lemons is the grower in the State of Cali
fornia. The Sicilian importer now enjoys the larger portion 
of the market of the United States, and distributes his product 
to practically all the territory of the United States east of the 
Missouri River. The California grower of lemons realizes 
that he is engaged in a tremendous struggle. even for a fair 
share of the market of his own country. He confidently be
lieves that under the American policy of protection he is en
titled to at least an equal chance in the markets of his own 
land. The Democratic Party and those who are against the 
protective policy may temporarily discourage and embarrass 
and cause :financial loss to the growers of domestic lemons, 
but the time will come when the friends of the protective policy 
will demand that this industry, as well as every other indus
try worthy of protection, shall be accorded that protection, 
and that the same shall be maintained by the laws of the 
land. 

Seventh. I deny absolutely the statement made by both the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. HARRISON], and other Democratic Mem
bers, that there is a domestic Lemon Trust, or anything approxi
mating a trust. Many years ago the citrus-fruit growers of Cali
fornia, after years of struggle with the foreign producers, real
ized that their industry could be strengthened and the legitimate 
profits of the industry obtained for the actual growers of the 
fruit if they could effect an organization and sell in cooperation 
their product. There followed the organization of various fruit 
exchanges or associations throughout the territory in Califor
nia where citrus fruits are grown. These exchanges were rep
resented by a central organization, which became in time to be 
known as the California Fruit Growers' Exchange. These vari
ous associations are made up of actual growers of citrus fruits, 
and the purpose of the organization is to sell their product in 
cooperation. This organization does not in any sense fix prices, 
but simply acts as an agent for the producer so that the actual 
profits may be retained by the grower. Only about 60 per cent 
of the area devoted to citrus fruits belongs to the California 
Fruit Growers' Exchange. A thorough examination of the meth
ods of marketing by this association will show that it is in no 
sense a trust. In fact, the central agency in selling the product 
of the grower, other than at auction, first notifies him of the 
price that can be obtained before the sale is made. About 25 
per cent of the product is sold at auction in the open market. 
Furthermore, except to a very limited extent, it is impossible to 
artificially raise prices in the sale of perishable articles. The 
product in question must be sold within a short time after it is 
ready for market, and for prices regulated by demand and sup
ply. The California Fruit Growers' .Exchange endeavors, as the 
representative of the growers, to place the product of its mem
bers in the markets and consuming centers of the country in 
such quantities and at such times as will supply the demand. 
It is the purpose of this organization to distribute the product 
of its members, always with their consent, at those points where 
the demand is such that the product will be disposed of at fair 
and reasonable prices. This cooperative organization of the 
growers is organized for the very purpose of meeting the de
mands of the market in a fair and reasonable way, and thus 
obtaining for the farmer or grower the legitimate profit upon 
his product at prices which the demand and the supply fairly 
justify. If it were not for this cooperative selling organization 
carried on by the citrus-fruit grower , the whole industry of 
marketing these products would be controlled by nongrowers to 
the profit of the nongrower, and frequently to the loss of the 
actual grower or farmer. I sincerely trust that the Tariff 
Board will make a thorough and impartial study of the meth
ods employed by the California Fruit Growers' Exchange in 
marketing these products, because I have every confidence that 
if this be done it can result only in a finding that will be favor
able and creditable to this organization, and that it will dis
prove the assertion so flippantly made that there is a Lemon 
Tru t or a Citrus-fruit Trust in this country. · 

Eighth. The growers of domestic lemons de ire a hearing anil 
an in...-estigation in order that they may refute the libel which 
has been· industriously and widely circulated to the effect that 
the increase in the duty upon lemons wns granted in the Payne 
law in order that the transportation companies might get the 
benefit. .Mr. Speaker, I de ire to put before the House the 
true facts in regard to this matter. iror many years the 
freight rate upon both oranges and lemons from California to 
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all eastern terminals east of Denver was a flat rate or what 
is known as a postage-stamp rate, of $1.25 per' hundred 
pounds, which was reduced subsequently to $1.15 per hundred 
pounds. 

Some years ago the growers of lemons in California, on ac
count of the tremendous competition of the Sicilian grower and 
the low rate of duty upon imported lemons, realized that they 
were selling their lemons at a loss, and threatened to cease 
picking the lemon crop, and many of the owners of lemon or
chards con1erted their lemon trees into orange trees by the 
process of budding and grafting. The transcontinental rail
road companies, appreciating that under the circumstances the 
lemon grower could not continue in business and ship his prod
uct to the eastern markets, and not desiring to lose the tonnage 
which the failure to ship lemons would bring about, volun
tarily reduced the rate upon lemons from $1.15 per hundred 
to $1 per hundred pounds, with the avowed purpose of in
ducing the lemon grower to continue to ship his lemons. 
Shortly after the tariff duty on lemons was increased from 1 
cent a pound to H cents a pound the freight traffic association 
of the transcontinental railroads met and raised the freight 
rate upon lemons to equal the rate charged on oranges-that 
is, $1.15 a hundred. The citrus-fruit growers of California 
immediately took the necessary steps in the courts and before 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to test the reasonable
ness of the increase made in the lemon rate. At the same time 
the citrus-fruit growers inaugurated a proceeding before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to reduce the freight rate on 
oranges from $1.15 a hundred to $1 a hundred. The two propo
sitions were tried before the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
and that tribunal decided that a rate of $1 per hnndred on 
lemons was a reasonable rate, and the increased rate attempted 
to be made by the transcontinental railroad companies has not 
been collected. I understand an appeal has been taken to the 
Court of Commerce, where the matter is now pending. The 
Interstate Commerce Commission decided in the orange rat(> 
case that $1.15 a hundred p01mds was a reasonable rate, the 
commission basing its :finding for a different rate upon oranges 
from that of lemons upon the ground that the average haul 
of oranges (oranges going into all the consuming centers of 
the East and the bulk of the lemons produced in California 
being marketed in the consuming centers west of the Missouri 
River), being greater than the average haul of lemons, justified 
a greater freight rate. Mr. Speaker, it thus appears that the 
citrus-fruit growers of California did not acquiesce in the 
action of the transcontinental railroad companies in their ef
fort to obtain a part of the increase granted by Congress in 
the lemon duty. On the contrary they promptly and vigorously 
put forth every effort to retain for the growers of lemons what
ever benefit was granted to them by Congress in the increased 
rate of duty, and unless the Court of Commerce shall reverse 
the finding of the Interstate Commerce Commission the benefit 
of the increased duty will remain with the grower. This dis
poses of another baseless charge which has been widely cir
culated with the purpose of injuring the lemon grower of Cali
fornia. Of course the action of the railroad companies was 
unjustifiable and foolish and approved by no one. 

Ninth. I am confident that an impartial investigation into 
the lemon industi·y in this country and abroad will show that 
the present duty of H cents per pound on imported lemons 
should be maintained; that such a rate is no more than suffi
cient to meet the difference in the cost in the production of 
this article at home and abroad, and it is especially necessary 
to maintain the duty at this rate to give that encouragement to 
the domestic industry which is necessary to attract capital to 
invest in the industry of planting lemons and the production 
of that article for the supply of the domestic market. 

r.rbe lemon growers of this country, instead of raising a vast 
sum for the purpose of carrying on a campaign to influence 
public opinion in their behalf, have gone to work in a sys
tematic and honorable way by making a thorough study of the 
cost of producing lemons in this country and the cost of pro
ducing lemons in foreign conntries, with a view of ascertaining 
as far as it is possible the difference in the domestic and 
foreign cost of production. The citrus-fruit growers of Cali
fornia, in order to make this investigation after long consid
eration, obtained the services of Mr. G. Harold Powell, who 
had been for many years the assistant chief of the Bureau of 
Plant Indu~ry, Department of Agriculture, and who is reco""
nized and conceded to be the leading expeTt upon the lemo~ 
industry in the United States, for the purpose of making this 
investigation. Mr. Powell has recently returned from a trip 
to Europe, and is now at work upon a detailed report making 
a comparison of the domestic with the foreign lemon industry. 
This report is not yet ready. However, I have a letter from 

Mr. Po-well which bears upon this subject, written to me under 
date of July 5 last, which I shall print with these remarks as 
an appendix. 

I maintain that in levying tariff d1;1.ties it is the duty of the 
Congress of the United States to fix a rate that is adequate 
not solely to measure the bare difference in the cost of prO: 
duction of the article at home and abroad~ but that it must 
be sufficient to encourage the domestic production of the 
article. This . is especially true and preeminently the case 
where the article to be produced is of a perishable nature; 
and where the returns from the investment made in the en
terprise c~~ not .be expected until five or six years subsequent 
to the origmal mvestment. An enterprise which has for its 
o~ject the production of a staple article promises an imme
dia~e return UJJ?n the capital invested. In addition, a staple 
article such as iron or steel suffers no particular deterioration 
if it is not marketed immediately when it is ready to be sold. 
It can be carried from year to year without much loss. There
fore, in fixing a duty upon such an article, if the duty covers 
the difference in the cost of producing the article at home and 
abroad, it meets the requirements of a protective policy. 

On the other hand, if capital is invested in an enterprise 
such as the production of lemons for the market, no returns 
can be expected from the investment short of five or six years. 
The land must be purchased and prepared for the plantin()' of 
the orchard and time must elapse for the first crop to be r:adY. 
for the market, and after the crop is ready for the market it ig 
of a perishable nature and must be disposed of when placed 
upon the market within a comparati"vely short time or there is 
a loss. Those who enter upon such an enterprise are entitled, 
under our protective policy, to adequate and ample protection. 
There is a million acres in the State of California suitable 
for the growing of lemons. A wise policy demands that we 
should encourage the planting and cultivation of these acres 
and I thoroughly believe that if the present duty on lemon; 
can be maintained for the next 10 or 12 years the prodttc
tion of lemons in this country would be expanded to the point 
where it will supply the domestic demand. Such a result would 
be of incalculable benefit to the consumers of the United States. 
It .would .result ~ the expansion of the lemon industry to the 
pomt now occupied by the orange industry. The orange in
dustry of the United States is now able t-0 meet the demand 
and oranges are cheaper in the United States than ever befor~ 
and are sold in the markets of this country cheaper than apples. 
If the Democratic Party and those in sympathy with its ef

forts upon the tariff question shall succeed in subjecting the 
lemon industry to the penalty of absolute free trade it will mean 
that th~ doi;nestic pro~uction of lemons will be de~troyed; that 
the capital mvested will be sacrificed; that the lemon orcha.rds 
of the country will be transformed into orange orchards or aban
doned altogether. This will mean that the Sicilian monopoly, 
will absolutely conti·ol the lemon market of the United States,'. 
with power to fix prices at whatever figures it desires and which 
prices the domestic consumer must pay. Under such conditions 
it is inevitable that prices will be inordinately advanced. Will 
the people of this country be so indifferent to their true interests 
as to permit such a consummation? I can not believe that any 
such result can be accomplished, even though the leader of the 
Democratic majority upon this floor warns us that such is the 
purpose of himself and his associates. 

Mr. Speaker, I have voted against every tariff bill presented 
at this session except the measure providing for reciprocity be
tween the United States and Canada, which is a measure stand
ing alone as a distinct policy. Every other tariff measure pre
sented by the Democratic majority has violated every principle 
of the policy of protection. The wool bill, the free-list bill and 
the cotton bill are all measures illy considered, present~d to 
the Congress of the United States without any hearing. Those 
interested in these industries and affected by these bills were 
insolently denied an opportunity to be heard. These bills are 
crowded with examples of Democratic incompetency in tariff 
making. None of these measures has been considered or re
ported upon by the Tariff Board. I do not believe that a Repub
lican President will stultify himself by approving any one of 
these ill-prepared measures. He can perform no greater serv
ice to the country and its industries than by promptly vetoing 
these measures. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

APPENDIX. 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

CITRUS PROTECTIVE LEAGUE O:t CALIFOR.NL\, 
Los Angeles, Cal., July 5, 1911.. 

Hon. J. C. NEEDHAM, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Mn. NEEDHAM : I have recently returned from an extended in
vestigation of the citrus-fruit industry of Italy and Spain. My atten
tion has been called to the Daily Consular and Trade Reports of May 
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20, 1911, which contains an account of lemon growing in Sicily. The 
report was prepared by Mr. Nicolo Marasa, of Palermo. It was trans
mitted by Consul Hernando de Soto, of Palermo. 

I wish to call your attention to the purpose of the Marasa report 
and the conditions under which it was prepared. The report was to be 
placed before committees in Congress to show the cost of producing 
lemons In Sicily and was to be used by the Italian importers in New 
York and the exporters In Italy in their combined campaign to place 
citrus fruits on the free list. I was informed by the Lega Agrumaria, 
an organization of Palermo exporters, which is handling the tariff 
campaign in Italy, that Mr. Marasa, who is a Palermo druggist or 
chemist, is the most competent person that could have been selected in 
Sicily to prepare the statement desired by the New York lemon import
ers. A copy of the report was transmitted to the State Department by 
the consul in Palermo, thereby making the document public at this 
time. 

I do not care to criticize the Marasa report in detail, as the Italian 
lemon industry will be handled In a comprehensive report later in the 
season. I would like, however, to make two or three general criticisms. 
The report purports to show the average cost of producing lemons in 
Sicily. In order to determine the cost of production, Mr. Marasa has 
assumed a hypothetical 10-acre grove as representative of the groves 
in Sicily. He assumes what be thinks it costs to produce the fruit in 
the field, the proportion of the different grades of fruit, the price the 
different grades ought to bring, the taxes which should be pai'd by the 
owner, and other figures of a similar nature. He concludes from these 
figmes that it costs on the average $1.76 to place a box of Sicilian 
lemons for export to the United States on board ship in Palermo. The 
f. o. b. cost ls the foundation stone in the Marasa report. The value 
of the report may be measured by the correctness of this figure. 

The Department of Commerce and Labor publishes annually a de
tailed statement giving the value of lemons imported into the United 
States. The value is based upon the sworn statement of the exporters 
of the f. o. b. cost of the fruit and packages. From these figures I find 
the approximate average f. o. b. cost during the fiscal year 1898 to the 
exporter was $1.39; in 1899, $1.68; in 1902, $1.46; in 1905, $1.53 ; in 
1909, ·1.39 ; during the fiscal year 1910, before the Payne-Aldrich Act 
became effective, $1.51; after the act became effective, $1.39. In two 
years only since 1 98 has the average f. o. b. cost of the lemons ex
ported to the United States from Italy, as sworn to by the exporters, 
equaled the assumed figures in the Marasa report. ID1ther the sworn 
statements of the exporters are incorrect or the f. o. b. cost, as given 
by Marasa, is valueless. 

In order to arrive at the profits in lemon growing In Sicily, Mr. 
Marasa divides the fruit produced by this grove into three grades-40 
per cent, No. 1 ; 40 per cent, No. 2 ; and 20 per cent, No. 3. He as
sumes that the No. 1 fruit costs the exporter on the average $1.15 per 
box; the No. 2 fruit, 58 cents per box; and the No. 3 fruit, 29 cents 
per box. He states that the fruit of first quality is exclusively shipped 
to the United States, while the second-quality fruit is used largely for 
export to European countries. In an official report published in Rome 
1n 1911, in which lemon growing In the Province of Messina is treated, 
the following occurs : 

" The price of a choice and an Inferior fruit varies enormously ac
cording to the year and the trade demand ; the best lemons sell at 50 
francs and up per 1,000 and they are all sent to London." 

This equals $3.22 per box for the fruit alone. The entire crop of 
No. 1 fruit in Italy is not exported to the Unite~1 States, as represented 
by Marasa, and has not been for many years. All of the northern coun
tries of Europe, including Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Russia, Austria, 
and London in England, take a large proportion of the highest grade. 
The highest priced lemons of Italy are shipped to Russia. 

In order to show a low net return on the investment and a high 
average f. o. b. cost to the United States, Marasa has assumed that the 
grower is paid a high price for the No. 1 fruit, all of which he consigns 
to the United States, and a low price for the fruit that is shipped to 
Europe. The weekly prices of the different sizes and grades of lemons 
at the packing house, exclusive of packing charges, are published by 
the Chamber of Commerce and Industry in Palermo. From these figures 
the average annual price for the sizes of No. 1 fruit which are exported 
to the United States was about $1 a box in 1910, instead of $1.15 as 
given by l\farasa; in 1909, about 80 cents per box; 80 cents per box 
in 1908; $1.H3 per box in 1907; and 75 cents per box in 1904. The 
average price of the sizes of No. 1 fruit, wbich are practically all 
shipped to European markets, brought the producer, Instead of 58 cents 
per box as given by Mr. Marasa, an average of about $1.07 per box 
In 1010, 87 cents in 1909, 87 cents in 1908, and more than $1.33 in 
1906- and 1907. The average price of No. 2 fruit, which Mr. Marasa 
assumes at 58 cents, is either incorrect or the detailed quotations of the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Palermo have been misleading 
since the beginning of the publication of these figures by the organi
zation. 

I desire to call your attention also to the present status of the 
lemon indus try of the United States. Since the pa sage of the 
Payne-Aldrich .Act, which increased the duty from 1 cent to H cents 
per pound, the production of California lemons has increased 25 per 
cent and the acreage has increased nearly 30 per cent. The ship
ments of lemons from California in May, 1909, were 709 carloads; in 
1911 they were 1,010 carloads; in June, 1909, they were 881 carloads; 
in 1!>11, 1,180 carloads. The average price f. o. b. California for all 
lemons sold dming the week ending July 1, 1909, was approximately 
$4.6~; the number of cars sold was 113. The average f. o. b. price 
o'f all cars of lemons sold during the corresponding period in 1911 was 

3.16; the number of cars sold was 141. The average price received 
for lemons during the week preceding July 4 is generally one of the 
highest of the summer. 

I desire to call your attention also to the present status of the 
lemon-importing busin!'!ss. During the fiscal year 1910, the year fol
lowing the increase in the duty on lemons, the imports equaled 25,366,-
546 pounds more than the year preceding. when the duty was 1 cent 
per pound, and more than 7,000,000 pounds above the average imports 
for the preceding 10 years. The revenue collected on imported lemons 
by t!:le Government during the fif.;cal year 1909 was $1,350,738.88. In 
1910, which includes 11 months after the duty was raised, the Gov
ernment collected $2,233,526.87, the largest revenue collected in the 
history of the importing-lemon business. 

At the present time ItaliJln lemons are coming ,to the United States 
In unprecedented quantiti~. 'l'he following statement from the rec
ords of the New York Fruit Exchange shows the approximate number 
of hoxes of lemons reported afloat or in the port of New York unsold 
during the month of JU?-e, from 1909 to 1911, inclusive. 

Foreign lemons reported afi,oat and in the port of New York unsold. 

Week ending- 1911 1910 1909 ___________________ , ____ ------

June 2 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 
June 9 .••••••••••.•••.•.•.• - - • - - - - •• - • - - - -····-··· - · · 
June 16 ..••.••••••••••••••••••••••..•.••••••••••...•• 
June 23 .•••••••••••••••.•••.•.•••••• -- - --- --·--. - --·. 
June 30 .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• -- •••••••..•.. 

Boxes. 
227,650 
280, 325 
230,600 
2.50,000 
2SO,OOO 

Boxes. 
246 800 
243;600 
224,850 
175,000 
170,000 

Boxes. 
181,650 
209,930 
166,650 
175,000 
204,000 

These records, with the official statistics, show the tremendous in
crease in imports of lemons, the increase in revenue collected by t he 
Government since the Payne-Aldrich Act went into effect, and the 
decrease in the present prices of fruit. 

I am sending a copy of this letter to Hon. JOHN D. WORKS, of the 
Senate. 

Yours, very truly, G. HA.ROLD POWELL, 
Secreta ry an<l Manager. 

Mr. PAYNE. l\fr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- , 
man from California. [Mr. STEPHENS]. 

Mr. STEPHENS of California. Mr. Speaker, in the few min
utes allotted me I will not be able to present to you figures and 
statistics determining the exact amount of tariff that should 
properly be placed on lemons imported into the United State· , 
nor could I give them to you at this time even if I had severnl 
hours in which to discuss this question. They are not yet 
ready. They are being gathered, assembled, tabulated, and 
verified in order to be ready for presentation to this House or 
to its Ways and Means Committee when considering the que -
ti on of a just and ~orrect tariff on lemons at the regular session 
of the Sixty-second Congress. 

The lemon industry, realizing that it must take its turn with 
other industries in explaining its position to Congress, has been 
actively engaged in gatllering information and statistics for 
the correct solving of the tariff problem so f?r as it relates to 
the lemon industry. Experts have been sent to foreign lemon
growing districts and have there obtained ~ vast quantity of 
information, which is being verified and compiled, with the 
particular view of enabling the Congress Qf the United Sta tes 
to determine what is a just and a fair rate . to be placed upon 
lemons coming to the United States from foreign countries. 
The lemon industry does not desire further guessing. The facts 
only are desired, and so, at a cost to them of thou ands of dol
lars, there is being collected at home and abroad exact and 
absolutely reliable information for the use of Congre s. 

Before Congress can intelligently determine what is a reason
able tariff rate for lemons we should know the" co t of labor in for
eign lemon districts, and how that labor lives, the relative costs of 
lands, of irrigating, of fumigating, of pruning, of cultivating, of 
soil covering, and all other items incident to the production of 
lemons. We should know the relative cost of storage, of sweat
ing, wrapping, packing, orchard and country road transporta
tion, also the general cost of transportation from hipping point 
to point of consumption. We should know the selling costs, the 
loss from rot, the retail selling prices here and elsewhere now 
and in years gone by. We should have the fulle t and mo t 
accurate figures concerning the importations of lemons. 

The gentleman from New York, as shown by the CoNORES
SIONAL RECORD of August 3, stated to this House that-

The immediate result of the Payne-Aldrich tarltr raise in lemons was 
that the importation of lemons for the last fiscal year decreased over 
10,000,000 pounds. 

This was a very misleading statement, for the facts are that 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, the first year of the Payne
Aldrich tariff, shows the importations of lemons not to have 
decreased, but to have increased more than 25,000,000 pounds 
over the year ending June 30, -1909, the last year of the old 
tariff. And the year ending June 30, 1911, the second year of 
the new tariff, shows the total imports of lemons into the 
United States to have differed only fifteen one-hundredths of 1 
per cent from the total imports of the year ending June 30, moo, 
the last year of the old ta.riff. And, mark you, if you will total 
the imports of lemons for the two fiscal years of July 1, 1909, 
to June 30, 1911, under the new tariff net, and then compare the 
figures with those for 1909, the last year of the old tariff, yon 
will find that for two years past, under the new tariff, the 
monthly importation of lemons has averaged approximately 
12,300,000 pounds, while for the year 1909, the la t year of the 
old tariff, the monthly average was only 11,200.000 pound~; and 
for the years 1905, 1906, 1907, 190 , and 1909, the fiye years 
immediately preceding the Payne-Aldrich tariff, the monthly 
average was 12,250,000 pounds. 

These figures show an increased importation ·for two years 
under the new tariff, as compared witll the last year of the old 
tariff, of 1,100,000 pounds per month, and an increased monthly 
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importation for two years under the new tariff, as compared with 
the last five years of the old tariff, of 50,000 pounds per month. 

Again, official figures will show importations of lemons ap
proximately as follows: 

1909 1910 1911 

Boxes. 
1une ••.•••••• :...................... •• •••••••••••••• 238,500 
1uly .•• •••••••••• ~.................................. 330,600 

BOW!. 
307,000 
265,000 

Boxes. 
359,550 
387,525 

Total.. ....................................... 569,100 572,000 747,075 

An increase for June and July, 1911, over same months in 
1910, of 175,075 boxes, approximately 12,780,475 pounds, and an 
increase over same months in 1909 of 177,975 boxes, approxi
mately 13,992,175 pounds. 

These figures are practically correct. Can any fair-minded 
man still maintain that an increased tariff has decreased the 
importation of lemons? 

Now a word as to prices. 
I believe it can be shown that the price of lemons under the 

new law ·is less than the price under the old law. I know that 
within the last two months I have repeatedly seen lemons for 
sale on the street corners of Washington at 1 cent each. I exam
ined them and found them sound and good, and I have actually 
purchased lemons in Central Market, Washington, the principal 
public market of this city, for 15 cents per dozen, and they were 
very good lemons. too, not the finest, but as good as are gen
erally used, and lemons can be bought to-day at from 10 to 15 
cents per dozen in every market in th.is city. 

Again, all sales of lemons in New York City are made at pub
lic auction, and the closing sale prices for the week of August 5, 
1911, and same weeks in 1908 and 1907 are as follows : 

Weekending Weekending Weekending 
Aug. 5, 1911. Aug. 5, 1908. Aug. 5, 1907. 

First choice, 300 .••• ...••• : ••.••..•.•••. $2. 50 to S4. 63 $3. 85 to $4. 50 $3. 38 to $4. 75 
Second choice.1 300 ..•..•••...•..•..•.... 2. 00 to 3. 50 3.15 to 3. 95 2. 63 to 4. 25 
First choice, ;s60 ........•.••••..•....••. 2. 50 to 4. 00 3.10 to 3. 65 3. 63 to 4. 75 
Second choice, 360. . . . .. . • . . . • . • . . • • • . . . 2. 00 to 3. 00 2. 70 to 3. 25 2. 75 to 4. 25 
Small sizes .............................. I. 75 to 3. 25 2. 52 to 2. 75 2. 25 to 3. 50 

In the Washington Times of August .8, 1911, placed in a 
prominent place, not as market items, but as interesting read
ing matter, was the following: 
.W AR·Tii\fE PRICES LOWER THAN NOW-HOUSEWIFE THE~ OBTAINED FLOUR, 

MEATS, LABD, BUTTER, AND CHEESE AT SMALLER COST--SUGil ALONE 
SOLD AT HIGHER FIGURE. 

Cost of f ooa during tear and at present. 

Articles. War time. Present. 

] 'lour................. $4.10-M.25.................. $7. 75. 
Pork.................. 14 cents per pound.......... 18-20 cents per pound. 
Rams ................. 6! cents per pound .......... 20-28 cents per pound. 
Lard.................. 8-12 cents per pound........ 12! cents per pound. 
Butter................ 15-20 cents per pound ..•.... 30-35 cents per pound. 
Chees9... ... .•.. ... . . . 14 cents per pound .......... 25 cents per pound. 
Su~ar...... •.•.•.. .•.. 10-18 cents per pound ..•.... 6-7 cents per pound. 
'Molasses ............... 30-35 cents per gallon .....•. 3~38 cents per gallon. 
BeeL. ................. !}! cents per pound .......... 15 cents per pound. 
Should<'rs............. 5 cents per pound........... 20 cents per pound. 
Coffee................. 13-lG cents per pound....... 25-40 cents per pound. 

If those figures are tru~. do you not think the growers of 
lemons in California have done a remarkable thing for the 
people of this country in keeping the price of lemons to 10, 12, 
15, and 20 cents per dozen? Does not the price of lemons com
pare favorably with any other fruit sold in the market? I have 
priced lemons in the Washington market for many weeks, and 
found them at from 1 to H cents each, while at the same time 
apples were selling at 5 to 10 cents each, and peaches at 3 to 
7 cents each. Some have said, "Well, we have paid as high 
as 3 cents each for lemons." Perhaps so, for there are few, 
if any, farm products that are not abnormally high at times. I 
have paid 65 cents per dozen for eggs and 80 cents per pound for 
butter; yet no one maintains that such are the average prices 
of these commodities. 

Potatoes-plain, old-fashioned Irish potatoes-are selling to
day in all our markets at very high prices. This very morning, 
in the market of Washington, I personally purchased potatoes 
in the usual household way, and counted them afterwards, and 
found that in one instance I had paid 1 cent each, or 12 cents 
per dozen, for potatoes a little smaller than medium size, and 
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in the other instance 2 cents each, or 20 cents per dozen, for 
large, but not the largest, size potatoes. 

If peaches and apples and even plain, everyday potatoes 
must at times sell at such prices, is it strange that lemons 
should occasiona.lly take the same course? Especially when 
supply is never closely related to demand, and can not be wher
ever imported lemons control the market. Nor can prices of 
lemons be kept from becoming abnormally high where shipload 
after shipload of trust-controlled foreign lemons can be dumped 
on the market or into the ocean in order to control the market. 

Again, as to the prices of lemons, I call your attention to the 
fact that in eastern Canada, which places no import duty on 
lemons, the prices to the consumer are appro:Ximately the same, 
though sometimes higher than in Eastern United States, where 
we do, and should continue to place an adequate duty on lemons, 
not alone for the grower, but also for the consumer of lemons. 

Given a tariff fair and just to the American grower, the 
American laborer and the American consumer, California grow· 
ers will, in a few short years, furnish lemons to the whole 
United States at prices reasonable to the user. 

The enemies of American industry say that the California 
lemon industry is a trust. It will be proven to you, and to 
your satisfaction, too, that the lemon industry in California is 
not a trust, and can not be; that the members of the local as· 
sociations and of the central associations are all lemon growers; 
that these local associations and central organizations work, not 
to artificially raise prices, but to gather and disseminate in· 
formation that will cause their product to be distributed accord· 

· ing to the laws of supply and demand, thus giving to the con· 
sumer, and obtaining for themselves, a fair price. These cen· 
tral organizations do not control the prices, nor even the desti
nation of shipments, for each grower and shipper-and the 
shipper is the ·grower, and the grower is the shipper nearly 
always-can name his own price and determine the destination 
for his shipment and have returns made direct to him from 
the association agent selling his fruit. Again, the owner is 
notified if his orginal price can not be obtain~d, and the fruit 
is then disposed of according to the owner's new instruction. 

As to the supply: 
California now has between 25,000 and 30,000 acres of lemons 

and supplies almost half the lemons consumed in the United 
States. There are at least 60,000 acres additional in southern 
California suitable for the raising of lemons. Southern Cali
fornia alone can in a few years, if protected by a fair tariff, 
raise enough lemons to meet the total consumption of the 
United States. But as a further assurance that California 
can without question meet every possible demand, if given a 
sure and certain protection, there is ·a section of the great San 
Joaquin Valley of California that has begun to grow lemons 
and is able to put them into the market at a season when there 
are few imported lemons. In this valley there are more than 
100,000 acres capable of producing lemons, and will be ~ade to 
produce them at a moderate cost to the consumer and moderate 
profit to the grower if given a fair and equitable tariff rate. 
The production has grown and the acreage planted to lemons in 
California has increased more than 30 per cent since the present 
tariff act was passed. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, the Democratic Party should not 
murder a great industry without giving it some reasonable 
opportunity for presenting its case, of defending its very life. 
Many millions of dollars and many thousands of homes and 
families are ·now dependent upon this industry. They should 
not have their means of livelihood strangled without any 
chance whatever to plead. Is the Democratic majority of this 
House satisfied to play the part of a commercial assassin and 
in five minutes strike down a great American industry without 
giving it any chance whatever to show its right to live? 

I am in receipt of a message from the Los Angeles Chamber 
of Commerce, which reads, in part, as follows: 

One of California's most important industries is the growing of 
lemons. It is conspicuously free from trust influence, farmers and 
fruit raisers avoiding middlemen and speculators by marketing their 
products through their own organizations. At vast expense of patience 
and capital our citrus-fruit growers have built up a great industry, 
from which they pay large taxes to sustain Government schools and 
huma!'.1e institut!ons, to which1 if duty be removed, our competitors will 
contribute nothrng, thus placing them at great advantage in our own 
markets, in addition to the difference in their favor on cheaper labor 
and lower freight rate between place of production and great centers 
of Americnn population. 

The following telegrams likewise show how our lemon growers 
feel upon this subject: 

SAN DIMAS, CAL., August 9, 1911. 
IIon. W. D. STEPHENS, Washington, D. C.: 

Urge that nothing be done reducing tariff on lemons at this time, or 
until after completion of report to Congress regarding conditions here 
and in Italy. This district starting many young lemon orchards under 
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present tariff. Change at this time would completely discourage any 
further planting, as it requires six years' time to get orchard in bearing 
from time of planting. 

SAN DIMAS GROWERS' AssocI.A.TION, 
By W. A. JOHNSTONE, President. 

AzUSA., CA.Ii., August to, 1.911. 
Hon. WILLIAM D. STEPHENS, M. C., 

Washington, D. 0.: 
We protest ·against a change ln the lemon tariff at present and urge 

that the matter be held ln abeyance until the present investigation re
garding comparative conditions at home and abroad is completed and 
reported to Congress. • 

AZUSA CITRUS ASSOCI.A.TION. 

COVINA, CAL., August 9, 19:J:1. 
Congressman WILLIAM D. STEPHENS, 

Washingtoo, D. 0.: 
Earnestly protest against action on lemon tariff at present. Urge 

that matter be delayed until proper investigation of condition home and 
abroad presented Congress. 

COVINA ORANGE GROWERS' ASSOCIATION. 
COVINA CITRUS ASSOCIATION. 

FERNANDO, CAL., 'August 9, 1.911. 
Hon. w. D. STEPHENS, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
We, as citrus fruit growers of California, vigorously protest against 

the removal of the tariff on lemons until such time as we may be heard 
in the matter, having invested millions of dollars ln promotion of the 
industry. 

FERNANDO FRUIT GROWERS' ASSOCIATION. 

Hon. W. D. STEPHENS, 
Los A...~GELES, CAL., August ~ 1911. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
The Citrus Protective League, representing Call!ornla citrus industry, 

in which nearly $175,000,000 are invested enters a most vigorous pro
test against any change in the lemon tariff before all the facts are placed 
before Congress. 

CITRUS PROTECTIVE LEAGUE. 
G. HAROLD POWELL, M'g'r. 

Congressman WM. D. STEPHENS, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

POMONA, CAL., August 9, 1911. 

Ilepresenting 800 growers, we most earnestly protest against any 
action being taken revising tariff on lemons until full opportunity is 
given us to present before Congress complete data on foreign and home 
conditions. 

SAN ANTONIO FRUIT EXCHANGE. 

Los ANGELES, CAL., August 9, 11}11. 
Representative WM. D. STEPHENS, 

United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
In simple justice to thousands of lemon growers, many of whom have 

invested their all, we earnestly protest against any reduction in the 
lemon tari!r until we have been allowed to present our case before the 
regular tarilf committee and the case decided on its m~rits. We ask 
fair play. 

LEFFINGWELL RANCHERS' ASSOCIATION. 

PA.SADEN.A, CAL., August 9, 1911. 
Represelltative WM. D. STEPHENS, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
In simple justice to the lemon growers of California, who have 

millions of dollars invested in the business, please use your influence 
to delay any action on lemon tariff until such time as there can be a 
thorough and fair investigation of same. 

PASADENA OR.ANGE GROWERS' ASSOCIA.TION. 

Hon. WM. D. STEPHENS, 
WHITTIER, CAL., August 10, 1911. 

Oare of House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 
We urge you to put forth every effort to prevent any reduction in 

the lemon tariff at this time. Proposed change would be disastrous to 
California citrus interests and manifestly unfair without due hearing 
and consideration of comparative conditions here and in Sicily. 

WHITTIER CITRUS ASSOCIA.TION. 

Similar protests have been received by wire from the follow-
ing: 

Alhambra Orange Growers' Association, Alhambra, Cal. 
Azusa Chamber of Commerce, Azusa, Cal. 
Azusa Citrus Growers' Fruit Exchange, Azusa, Cal. 
Azusa Foot hills Citrus Association, Azusa, Cal. 
Irwindale Citrus Association, Irwindale, Cal. 
Bloomington Fruit Association, Bloomington, Cal. 
Charter Oak Citrus Association, Charter Oak, Cal. 
Claremont Citrus Association, Claremont, Cal. 
College Heights Orange Association, Claremont, Cal. 
Cucamonga Lemon Association, Cucamonga. Cal. 
Cucamonga Citrus Fruit Growers' Association, Cucamonga, Cal. 
Gold Buckle Association, East Highlands, Cal. 
Etaw:mda Citrus F ruit Growers' Association, Etawanda, Cal. 
Placentia Orange Growers' Association, Fullerton, Cal. 
Glendora Heights Orange & Lemon Growers' Association, Glendora, Cal. 
Glendora Citrus Assoclation, Glendora, Cal. 
Hemet Orange Growers' Association, Hemet, Cal. 
Highlands Exchange Association, Highlands, Cal. 
High Grove Fruit Exchan~e. High Grove Cal. 
Sierra Madre-La Manda Citrus Association, La Manda Park, Cal 
Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, Cal. 
Sparr Fruit Co., Los Angeles, Cal. · 
Semi-Tropic Fruit Co., Los Angeles, Cal. 
La Verne Growers' Association, Lordsburg, Cal. 

Indian Hill Citrus Association, North Pomona, Cal. 
West Ontario Citrus Association, Ontario, Cal. 
Citrus Fruit Association, Ontario, Cal. 
Pasadena Board of Trade, Pasadena, Cal. 
Pomona Fruit Growers' Exchange Pomona, Cal. 
Riverside Chamber of Commerce, Riverside, Cal. 
Riverside Business Men's Association, Riverside, Cal. 
Redlands Cooperative Association, Redlands, Cal. 
Merchants and Manufacturers' Association, Redlands, Cal. 
Redlands Fruit Association, Redlands, Cal. 
San Diego Chamber of Commerce, San Diego, Cal. 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, San Francisco, Cat. 
San Dimas Board of Trade, San Dimas, Cal. 
San Di.m:ls Lemon Association, Sttn Dimas, Cal. 
Uplands Citrus Association, Uplands, Cal. 
Stewart Citrus Association, Uplands, Cal. 
Uplands Heights Orange Association, Uplands. Cal. 
Lemon Growers' Exchange Association. Uplands, Cal. 
Ontario-Cucamonga Fruit Exchange, Uplands, Cal. 
Mountain View Orange & Lemon Growers' Association, Uplands, CaL 
Walnut Fruit Growers' Association, Walnut, Cal. 

I do not ask at your hands at this time any particular tariff 
rate, only that which after fair and full investigation is found 
to be fair and just and right for both grower and consumer. 
I was not sent to this Congress to advocate or stand for any, 
tariff, even on lemons, that is unfair to the American people, 
and I am trying to do my duty as my conscience dictates. I 
hope never to vote for or against any bill through pique, but 
always to work and vote for the interests of the whole people. 
I shall not advocate a tariff on lemons of one rate or another 
until after the facts and figures have all been shown me. When 
a rate fair and just to consumer and grower has been clearly 
demonstrated, then I will advocate such a rate; no more, no less. 

All the lemon grower asks is justice. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen

tleman from Illinois [Mr. MA.NN]. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the motions offered 

by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], and I shall 
do it with some compassion for him. A few days ago there was 
none so great as the distinguished gentleman from Alabama, 
who held the House under his thumb awaiting his will and 
abiding his judgment. The gentleman from Alabama had onlY, 
to crook his finger and the House did as he said. Ile had sup
planted the Speaker of the House in influence; he had become 
himself, in effect, the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
and the House · itself. But, lo and behold, he went into a con
flict with another gentleman, another gentleman who bestrides 
this Capitol like a colossus, with one foot upon the House of 
Representatives and the other foot upon the Senate of the 
United States, with both branches beneath his feet and both 
doing as he commands. The gentleman from Alabama, with a 
solid majority behind him in the House, backed by a Demo
cratic Congress, mighty here where they have a superior num
ber, went into the conflict, yielded first on the wool bill, getting 
a little compromise with the Senator from Wisconsin, and yet 
completely, in effect, yielding. He takes his lesson good na
turedly, but understandingly. Having effected some kind ·of a 
small compromise with the Senator from Wisconsin on the wool 
bill, he understands now what he is doing. He does not de
scribe this as " a compromise." He describes it as " a sur
render." [Applause on the Republican side.] 

There seems some excuse for my genial friend from Alabama. 
He is new in charge of conferences. He has heard for the 
first time that old senatorial bluff about the Senate never 
yielding. On this si9.e of the House there are many gentlemen 
who have heard that trite remark many times, knowing it 
was a very " cold bluff." 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Alabama had tried 
to escape an agreement on the wool bill, the Senate would have 
pursued him to the farthest corners of the earth to effect an 
agreement. Nothing could have prevented the Senator from 
Wisconsin and other Senators from coming to an agreement 
upon the wool bill or from getting this bill presented to the 
President of the United States, and while the Senate conferees 
said they would not yield, yet if the gentleman from Alabama: 
had had the nerve with which I had credited him and the ex
perience which he ought to have had, he would have laid down 
the lnw on behalf of the House of Representatives to the Sen ... 
ate, and the Senate would ha""Vc yielded at e""Very place and OI\ 
every line. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

This bill was defeated by a narrow margin, a tie vote, in the 
Senate. Tell me that it would not curry if the gentleman from 
Alabama had declined to yield ! A pro forma disagreement 
comes to us now from the Senate; a pro forma disagreement. 
But if a rea.l disagreement had been enunciated on behalf of 
the House, the Senate would ha""Ve yielded, and the gentleman 
from Alabama would have come back to the House with crediti 
instend of being a discredited tool of another man. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman ha1 
expired. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr .. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . The gentleman from IDinois 
[Mr. CANNON] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was considered in 
the House I addressed the House, having an hour's time, ex
pressing my views touching it. I shall not now take any time 
at all except to say that, i1' I understand the Senate amendment, 
it limits the House bill as to certain items. The House bill gave 
free trade with all the world, which meant Australasia, prac
tically, and Argentina, the two great meat-producing countries 
that have large exports. 

Now the Senate amendment No. 5, on page 3, not only bas the 
effect, if I understand it-and I want to be corrected if I do 
not-of not changing the reciprocal agreement in the event Can
ada consents to it, but it has the further effect that Argen
tina and Australasia-they being practically the two countries 
that have a surplus that compete with us-can not get free 
entry into our markets unless there is a reciprocal agreement of 
some kind made with Argentina and with Australasia-one or 
both. Any kind of an old reciprocal agreement, that might 
cover hairpins or anything else, would be sufficient to entitle, in 
the event the Senate amendment is agreed to, free entrance from 
Argentina and Australasia for their meats. I hope I will be 
corrected ·if I am wrong about that. But that takes future 
action ; and unless there is to obtain some new-fangled propo
sition to originate revenue bills other than in the House and let 
the majority make a treaty, we are safe, at least so far as the 
meat producers and the farmers of this country are concerned. 
It takes future action. Therefore, if I understand it, I shall 
vote for amendment No. 5. 

Ah, the gentleman from Alabama agonizes over the proposi
tion that we can not have free meats with all the world. What 
does he mean by that? Argentina, a great producer of meat, 
a great producer of wheat, a great producer of corn, with cheap 
lands, has a freight rate--and so has .Australasia-to the United 
States by the ocean less than we have in the Middle West from 
St. Louis or Chicago or l\Iinneapolis to the seaboard. · 

I can not sympathize with my friend from Connecticut [Mr. 
Ilrr.L] upon this side of the House. He, too, agonizes for legis
lation that would let Argentina and Australasia into our 
markets without duty. We part company there; but I am 
delighted-0 heavenly Father, I am delighted-to see the 
burning brand of reform from California [Mr. STEPHENS], when 
one single article--lemons-is touched by the House amend
ment, that you now propose to back away from; I am delighted 
to see the gentleman from California rush to the defense of the 
duty on lemons. I am quite willing that the House should 
recede as to this California product, because I am a protec
tionist for California as well as every other part of the United 
States. [Applause on the Republican side.] I believe in the 
protective policy for all the people. Therefore I will vote for 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
to recede from the House amendment placing lemons on the 
free list. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I give the gentleman one more minute. 
Mr. C.Al\TNON. I will vote for the· motion of the gentleman 

from Alabama to recede, because I would go as far to protect 
Alabama and the whole South and California and the whole 
West as I would to protect Illinois in her industries, or any 
other State in her industries, and I decline to let the reformer 
from California [1\Ir. STEPHENS]-who falls over himself to 
vote with the Democratic side on everything except lemons-or 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], or the other side 
of the House, make for me my policy touching protection. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I have no patience with Representatives on 
either side of the ·House who vote to protect articles .produced in 
their d.istricts or States and against protection on articles pro
duced in other States. I believe in the policy of protection from 
the crown of the head to the sole of the foot; and, thank God, 
there are a majority of those on this side of the House who 
believe in it and will keep the faith. [Applause on the Repub
lican side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 10 minutes 

remaining. 
l\fr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from Alabama that 

he use some of his time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 

from Texas [Mr. RANDELL]. 
Mr. RA:NDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this House ought to 

draw clearly the lines of debate. For representatives of the 

people to speak in such phrase and in such guise that the effect 
is to deceive the people whom they represent is not becoming 
to the Members of this House. 

The question before us is the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] to recede from our disagreement to 
Senate amendment No. 5-and it will be followed by a similar 
motion in reference to No. 7-and to agree to the amendment 
with an amendment striking out the word " corn." 

The House bill went to the Senate providing for free bread, 
free meats, and so forth: 

Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye flour, bran, 
middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, and all 
prepared cereal foods, biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar articles not 
sweetened. 

Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted, 
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in 
any manner, bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compound and lard 
substitutes, sausage and sausage meats. 

The leader of the minority bas seen proper to state that in 
the Senate the Democrats, recreant to their pledges and to their 
duty, and acting contrary to the will of the party in this House, 
defeated this provision in the House bill. 

The gentleman ought to know that in the Senate every man 
bearing a Democratic commission, save one, voted for the 
House bill as it passed the House, but the Republican Senate 
voted it down with the help of this one Sen.ator on the Demo
cratic side. An amendment was then proposed, he says, by a 
Democrat, which is true; doing the best that he could after the 
House bill was voted down, proposing th.is amendment of the 
Senate, which would evidently, in his opinion, bring in free 
bread and free meat, at least from Canada, and from other 
nations as from time to time reciprocal agreements might be 
made. It at least gives some opportunity to the people of the 
United States to get their bread and meat untaxed. The 
amendment referred to, which was added to both the bread and 
meat sections of the House bill, is as follows: Coming from 
any foreign country with which the United States has a recip
rocal trade agreement and which shall admit from the United 
States free of duty, cotton, corn, wheat, oats, horses, cattle, 
and hogs. Yet gentlemen on that side, those who vote every 
time for the protected manufacturer, those who boast that they 

,stand for the principle of protection, endeavor to put the Demo
cratic Party in the attitude of being opposed tO free bread and 
free meat because the Republicans and one Democrat in the 
Senate did it. l\fr. Speaker, the gentleman from Connecticut 
[l\Ir. HILL] says that we have swapped free bread and free 
meat for cotton bagging and ties. We have swapped nothing. 

Mr. HILL. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman allow an inter
ruption? 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. No; I can not allow an interrup
tion. I only have five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman refuses to 
yield. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. If I misstate the gentleman, I will 
permit him to correct me. 

l\fr. Speaker, the gentleman, of course, endeavors to be candid 
with the Members of this House and with his own constituents. 
He would not deceive anybody ·by the words he would use, nor 
the manner in which he would use them. Certainly not. As a 
matter of honor he would not do it, but it is a strange circum
stance that he did not mention the other things of interest to 
the farmer and the consumer in this bill. He mentions cotton 
bagging and ties because of interest to the South. The gen
tleman from Illinois, the former Speaker of this House, also 
failed to mention the advantages afforded by this bill to the 
farmers of this country outside of the South. 

We find that all agricultural implements, tools, machinery, 
wagons, harness, saddles, bags for grain, wh·e and iron for 
fencing, boots and shoes are relieved from taxation and are 
admitted into this country free from all the world. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Texas has expired. A moment ago the Chair informed the gen
tleman from New York that he had 10 minutes remaining. That 
was a mistake, there is only 5 minutes. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. I understood the Chair to say 5 minutes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the Chair said 5 minutes, 

and the gentleman from Alabama has 13 minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes more 

to the gentleman from Texas. 
l\Ir. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the effect of this 

motion, striking out the word "corn " from the Senate amend
ments, means that, adopting the Senate amendments-if the reci
procity bill should be adopted by Canada-we would have free 
breadstuffs and free meat from Canada. With the word " corn " 
remaining in the amendments, it would amount to nothing, be
cause corn for distilling purposes is not admitted into Canada 

--
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free from this country. I favor, and I believe that this side 
of the House will favor, a motion to agree to tbe two amend
ments striking out tbe word " corn,'' in order that we may get 
tbe nearest relief we can and approach as near as possible to 
free bread and free meat, and insure that this bill, wbich is so 
beneficial to the farmers and consumers of the United States, 
shall be sent to the President, giving him an opportunity to 
furnish the country this long-promised relief. And I want to 
say to gentlemen on that side who opposed the Canadian reci
procity bill, if the Pre&ident does not sign this bill, it will show 
that the criticism they made of him was correct 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. I desire 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr . . MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, which 
I shall not do in the case of the gentleman from Texas, I want 
to give this warning--

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my re
quest. 

Ur. Ul\'DERWOOD. l\fr. Speaker, I yield half a minute to 
the gentleman from l\!issouri [Mr. BoBLAI>."D]. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend some remarks in the RECORD by inserting some letters 
from the consul general in Germany in regard to the construc
tion of roads. 

l\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, for fear the gentleman will insert 
"applause" after every line, I shall object until that question is 
decided. 

The SPEAKER. The Qhair is not going to pass on that 
proposition. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 

gentleman from New York [l\Ir. FITZGERALD]. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it was particularly appro

priate that the discussion on that side of the House should be 
opened by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], because 
he is conspicuous from the fact that be is the one prominent 
Republican in the House that is in favor of putting meat on 
the free list, and that probably is the secret reason that he 
was not put on the conference committee on the Payne bill, 
where his position on the Ways and Means Committee entitled 
him to be. 

It will not do to say that the Democrats are surrendering 
on free meat and free bread. The bill as it passed the Demo
cratic House had these provisions, and it was defeated in a 
Republican Senate. The Republicans in the last Congress 
passed a bill revising the tariff, and refused to put meat on the 
free list. A bill was introduced subsequently suspending the 
duty on meat for one year, and the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PAYNE] said that he would not call the Ways and Means 
Committee together to consider the bill because it was apparent 
that the Republicans would not report it favorably. So that 
no one could reasonably expect relief from the Republicans 
from the duty on meat. 

It is somewhat amusing to hear gentlemen on that side com
plaining because the Democratic House is compelled to take 
the best bill it can get from a Republican Senate. Some gen
tlemen on that side made elaborate arguments when this · bill 
was under consideration in the House to demonstrate that if 
meat were placed on the free list it would not be of any benefit 
to the consumer, but that it would be peculiarly beneficial to 
the American packers who have already absorbed all the pack
ing establishments in the Argentine Republic. Everyone took 
that argument with a grain of salt, because the Republican 
Party's record has been such that we all know that if free 
meat would have been of benefit to American packers it would 
have long since been made free in a Republican Congress. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, Bradstreet's index shows that the price of 
foodstuffs has increased 7 per cent since the 1st of July. 
Within a few days we have passed a number of bills giving relief 
to homesteaders in the West because of the prevalent excessive 
drought and because it is notorious that they will not be able 
to comply with tl!e law if they are compelled to remain on 
their homesteads during the period fixed by law. As a result 
of this excessive drought, extending through the entire West, 
no grass-fed cattle are now coming to the packing establish
ments-and it is well known that the price of meat as a result 
of that condition alone will be higher than it has ever been in 
the history of the country-and yet there is no hope for any 
relief for the people so long as the Senate and the Executive 
are controlled by Republicans. Gentlemen say, Why not in
sist upon free meat and free bread from the entire world? It 
is a well-known fact that the President is to veto this bill, and 

if it contained provisions for free meat and free bread it 
would merely accelerate his action in sending his veto mes
sage to the House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] · Mr. 
Speaker, I consider it the greatest crime of civilization that a 
system of taxation should be continued in force in a country 
like ours, which places the greatest burdens upon the food and 
the clothing that the great masses of the people must have in 
order to exist. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The Republican Party, which had control of the entire Gov
ernment, both Houses of Congress and the Executive, for a 
long period of time, steadfastly refused to give relief. Ignor
ing the lesson of the last election, by which the Democrats were 
placed in control of the House in a campaign in which the 
great issue was the high cost of living, the Republicans in 
both Houses of Congress refuse to aid the Democrats, coming 
fresh from the people with their mandate to reduce the bur
dens on the necessities· of life. The Democratic Party finds 
itself in a position where it is held up and impeded when it 
attempts to give that full relief to the people to which they 
are entitled. I know that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] is sincerely in favor of taking the burdens off 
the people by putting meat and bread on the free list-as much 
so as anyone in this House-and I know from an investigation 
and inquiries of my own that he has done everything in his 
power to bring about such a result. 

The question now is whether we shall give the President an 
opportunity to afford some relief by taking the duties off of 
agricultural implements, by admitting free to this country boots 
and shoes of all kinds, by admitting free to this country sewing 
machines and barbed wire and cotton ties and bagging, so that 
at least some measure of relief will be afforded, or whether we 
shall sit here obstinate in our pride and decline to do anything 
at all because we can not have our own way? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] While this bill would be fur preferable to 
me if it · had free meat and free bread from all the world, 
realizing that such provisions can not be had with a recalci
trant Republican Senate, and knowing that it will be T"etoed 
in any event by a Republican President, I favor its passage in 
the hope that the people will realize that it is essential that a 
Democratic victory be had in 1912 in order to give the people 
the full measure of relief which they justly demand. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, you would think from hearing 
him talk that my colle:igue [Mr. FITZGERALD] who has just 
taken his seat was really and earnestly and insistently for 
free meat. How about bis action? This free-list bill went to 
the Senate, and tbere was a tie vote on passing it, just as it 
came from the House, a tie vote on the proposition of free 
meat from all the world. Since then the Nation mourns the 
death of one Senator, which would change that tie vote into a 
majority for this bill as it came from the House. Is there 
anything clearer than that? I challenge one of you gentlemen 
there who is shouting and applauding for free meat to get up 
here and vote against this amendment which gives away the 
whole thing on meat. Do you dare to do it? Why not put it 
up to the Senate and let them vote again on this proposition 
for free meat and free flour? It was lost by a tie vote. The 
vote of one man who voted against it has been lost since that 
time by death. You bold the floor. Why do not you haYe the 
courage of your convictions and put it up to the Senate and 
demand that they take a vote on free meat and free flour, if 
you want it? 

Oh, my friend says the bill is going to the President and the 
President is going to veto it. Very well, if the people of this 
country are with you in your demands, not in your actions, and 
want free meat and free flour, why do you not put that proposi
tion up to the President and let him veto that and go to the 
country on that issue? 

The Senate put a joker in the bill in this corn business. It 
would not even give us free meat from Canada or free flour 
from Canada. Our friends come pretty near accepting it. 
Finally they strike out corn, because there is a duty on corn 
going into Canada for distilling purposes, because the Canadians 
insist on protecting their rye used for distilling purposes, and 
so corn is to be stricken out, and we are to have free meat from 
Canada, and everybody knows that that will not make any dif
ference to the price of meat in this country or the price of meat 
in Canada. With tbe little production of meat and flour there 
is in Canada that may come across the border in some localities, 
it will not at all affect the general result. And still you go 
shouting about free meat and free flour. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, nearly every item here put on the free list 
in this bill is made from material that bears· a duty all along 
the line. There is hardly a thing that you can mention, even 
the Senate amendment putting on cement, an article on which 
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there is a duty on what is called "raw mater~" and you pro
pose to nccept it And so it goes through your whole bill, and 
with the e:xcevtion of lumber and possibly with the exception of 
cotton used in cotton bagging, the material may be on the free 
list. but -0n eYerything else there is a dnty on the material 
which you have not the industry to investigate or remove, or 
else you have not the courage to do it; I do not know which. 
You leave it there and bring in this incongruous bill on which 
no man in the United States can figure the .a.mount of rm·enue 
that will be cut out under it because of the articles you put on 
the free list, and which can only be determined by the .action 
of the court hereafter. 

The -SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PAYNE. I am very sorry, !Ir. Speaker. 
Mr. U?\"TIERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, to bear the gentleman 

from New York [Mr. PAYNE] arise in his seat and adYocate free 
meat and free bread, when that very same gentleman from New 
York voted against this free-list bill, spoke against it, and more 
than that, when he was chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, refused to give relief to the .American people when 
he had the opportunity to do so [applause on the Democratic 
side], makes me think that the speech he has just made does 
not come honestly from either his brain or his heart. {Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAY~~. And the gentleman says that after the recent 
change of the gentleman himself on the very bill and on this 
proposition in the last two months. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentlemnn what I 
stated a minute ago, there is no change so far as I am con
cerned, there is no change so far as this side of the House is 
concerned, but we have to face an adverse majority at the other 
end of the Capitol. We have to face a President who is not of 
our political faith, and I will say to the gentleman fr.om New 
York that I and my confr&es on the conference committee in
sisted before anything should be done in reference to striking 
out the free meat and free bread from this bill that this ques
tion should go back to the United States Senate for a Yote, and 
it did go back there. They had an opportunity to reverse their 
action. They refused to do it, and in less than 24 hours the 
leader of the Republicans in the Senate, who was disposed to 
play fair with the American people, the only ma"'ll whom we can 
trust outside of the Democrats in the Senate to do justice to the 
American consumer, told .me that if this bill was sent back to the 
Senate insisting on free bread and free meat that it meant the 
death of the bill. There are men on this side of the House here 
who heard that statement. . [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Now, under those cond1tions, the only question that confronted 
us was whether we would deadlock this proposition and giye 
no relief to the American people or whether we would accept 
such relief as a Republican Senate was willing to concede. 

l\!r. PAY"?\"'E. May I ask the gentleman one question? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. PAY1'TE. I would ask the gentleman whether he is dis

posed to take the statement of a single Senator, one of the 
conferees, -0r to take an actual Tote in the Senate when it stood 
a tie on a former vote, and there has been a change of one 
since that vote was taken. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York, when this bill went back to the Senate, if there had 
been a majority for it, if the Democrats who were in favor of 
free meat and free bread could have summoned a majority 
they would have passed that; but some of the men who 
voted--

1\fr. PAYNE rose. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I must decline to yield 

now, but some of the men who Toted before for free bread and 
free meat are unwilling to do so now. Now, as to the statement 
of the gentleman from Connecticut about the adoption of free 
bread and free meat, my friend from Connecticut was not will
ing to join this side of the House to vote for this bill in order 
to give his -people free bread and free meat. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] · 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 

has expired ; all time has expired~ 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 'Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 

question on the first motion that I made, to concur in the 
Senate amendment No. 5 with an amendment .striking out the 
word " corn," on page lL 

1\Ir. MANN rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Illinois rise? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I mcve to concur in the Senate 

amendment. I do not know as the1·e is any difl'.erence in the 
parliamentary situation. The first motiqn .is a motion that · 

the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend
ment, and the gentleman would offer a motion to concur with 
an amendment. Of course, that is divisible. The first ques
tion is whether the House would recede from its disagreement, 
and then the gentleman's motion to amend at that stage would 
probably take precedence of the motion to concur. 

l\ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my motion is a motion to 
concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment striking 
out the word " corn." 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet put the motion for 
the previous question. 

Mr. MANN. The preyious question would not cut out a prior 
motion, anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of that. 
Mr. MANN. The motion must be to recede from the dis

agreement. That is divisible, if anybody wants it divided. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my motion is that we re.· 

cede from our disagreement to amendment No. 5 and concur in 
the Senate amendment with an amendment striking out the 
word " corn " in line 11. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois offer a 
motion to concur? 

Mr. MANN. I do not at this stage. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair requests the gentleman from Ala

bama to state his motion again. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. My motion is to recede from our dis

agreement to Senate amendment No. 5 and to concur in the 
same with an amendment to strike out the word "com" in line 
11, page 3. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House recede from its disagreement to Senate amendment 
No. 5 and concur in the same with an amendment striking out 
the word " corn." The Chair will ask the gentleman from Ala
bama if the Chair. has stated his motion correctly? . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is correct. 
The SPEAKER. The questTon is on the motion of the gentle

man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 
The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the same 

motion in reference to Senate amendment No. 7. I move to re
cede from our disagreement to Senate amendment No. 7 and 
concur in the amendment with an amendment striking out the 
word " corn " in line 19, page 3. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House recede from its disagreement to Senate amendment 
No. 7 and concur with an .amendment striking out the word 
'· corn" in line 19, page 3. - · 

Mr. Ul\"'DERWOOD. Of the printed bill. 
The SPEAKER. Of the printed bill. The question is on the 

motion of the gentleman from Alabama. 
The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to recede 

from the House amendment, adding the words " and lemons " 
to Senate amendment No. 8. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House recede from its amendment to Senate amendment No. 
8, adding the words " and lemons." The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 

from the House disagreement to Senate amendment No. 8 and 
to concur in the same. 

Mr. ri.I.ANN. We have not disagreed to Senate amendment 
No. 8. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is right. We have not 
disagreed. I move to concur in Senate amendment No. 8. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama mo-ves to con-
cur in Senate amendment No. 8. . 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

1\I.r. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. First, I would 
like to have the amendment reported, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic cement, and lime. 
?!Ir. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPE.aKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. LENROOT. I understood the gentleman from IBinois 

I.Mr. MANN] to say that the House did not disagree to that 
amendment, and, there.fore, we should not recede. That is not 
correct. Did not the House recede? 

Mr. MANN. We concurred with an amendment 
l\lr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Illinois is correct. 

I overlooked the fact that we concurred with an amendment 
and did not disagr~ 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken; and on a rising vote there were
ayes 160, noes 102. 

So the Senate amendment No. 8 was concurred in. 
On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, a motion to reconsider the 

votes by which the various amendments were disposed of was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The ~PEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KoRRIS] 

i·ises to a parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. NORRIS. I would like to inquire particularly of the gen

tleman from Alabama if he does not want to make a motion 
now to agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

Mr. MA..i~. There is nothing to agree to. 
1\Ir. NORRIS. There is still a disagreement, as I under

stand. This amendment striking out "corn" leaves it still in 
disagreement. 

Mr. MANX The House has agreed to that. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to· the gentleman from 

Nebraska that I have not asked to agree te a conference, be-
ca use no conference is needed. · 

The SPEAKER. If the House has agreed to the entire mat
ter there is nothing else left. 

PUBLICITY OF CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to sub
mit to the House a conference report on the bill H. R. 2958, 
requiring publicity of campa.ign contributions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RucKER] 
calls up the conference report on the publicity bill, and the 
Clerk will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 
H. R. 2958, to amend an act entitled "An act providing for publicity 

of contributions made for the purpose of influencing elections in which 
Representatives in Congress are elected." 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, l\Ir. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes a parlia

mentary inquiry. The gentleman will state it. 
l\fr. MANN. I wish to inquire on what page of the RECORD 

this report is printed? 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk simply read the title of the bill, 

so that Members can send out and get copies of it. Does the 
gentleman from Missouri know where this report is printed in 
the RECORD? 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. I understand the gentleman from 
Illinois has been informed by a Democrat-the true source of 
all his information. [Laughter.] 

l\Ir. MANN. I asked for information, but no Democrat was 
able to give it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. A Democrat did give it, and the 
gentleman ought to correct tha.t statement. [Laughter.] 

.Mr. BARTLETT. It is on page 3920. 
The SPEAKER. The report is printed on page 3920 of the 

REcoim of August 14. 
l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. · Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani

mous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BARTLET'.r. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry with reference to this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, all the conferees being in 

favor -of the conference report, will the time for the discussion 
of the conference report be permitted to be controlled by those 
who are opposed to it who are not among the conferees, under 
the practice of the House? 

Mr. l\IANN. If the previous question were ordered, there 
wo.uld be no time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if there is any time 
for debate somebody who is opposed to the report should be 
recognized . 

.Mr. 'BAHTLE'l'T. There :ire some. I am opposed to it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there will be no trouble 

about it. 
l\fr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I have th~ floor 

and do not yield to the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia rose to make 

a parliamentary inquiry. 
1\fr. BARTIJETT. J\fr. Speaker, I am perfectly in order. The 

Chair submitted a question as to whether there was an objec
tion to the request of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. There is no 
trouble about that The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Reserving the right to object to the re
quest of the gentleman from Missouri, I desire to ask him if 
there is any purpose on his part to permit discussion on this 
conference report1 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, answering the gen
tleman, I suppose he simply desires me to say publicly what 
I have said to him privately-that I have no objection on earth 
to any discussion that the House wants to hear. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has it in his power to con
trol it by moving the previous question. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I may exercise that power, but 
if the gentleman will allow the matter to take the usual course, 
I will not abuse the privileges of a Member of the House. 

l\Ir. BARTLETT. It is not an abuse of the privilege of a 
Member of the House to move the previous question. That is 
simply the exercise of a right wllich the gentleman has. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object-
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I should like to ask some gen

tleman who is opposed to this bill-I prefer to ask my col
leagues on the committee-if there is debate desired; and if 
so, about how much, to see if we can get consent to limit the 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois was just ad
dressing the Chair. 

Mr. MANN. '.rhe gentleman submitted a request to read the 
statement instead of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 
l\Ir. MA..i~N. Of course, that comes before the debate. Re

serving the right to object, I wish to ask which report is re
ferred to. I hold in my hand what purports to be a document, 
and also what purports to be a report; one I see, however, is a 
Senate document and the other a House document. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. If the gentleman will keep on 
studying, he will ultimately acquire some information about 
the procedure of the House. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; l will by studying for myself, but not by 
information received from the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I have done my very best to 
enlighten him. -

The SPE...\KER. Is there objection to the gentlemnn's re
quest? 

Mr. BARTLETT. l\Ir. Speaker, still reserving the right to 
object, the gentleman from Missouri was proceeding to ma~e 
some sort of a suggestion with reference to debate upon this 
question. 

l\fr. RUCKER of Missouri. If it is in order nowt Mr. Speaker, 
I would ask if some gentlem::m will indicate how much time is 
wanted in debate, to see if we can agree upon it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I expect to vote for the adop
tion of the conference report. I know of one or two gentlemen 
on this side who would like to be heard, one at least in oppo
sition to the conference report, and I think if the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] will state about how much time 
he desires we can reach an agreement all around. 

Mr . .MANN. Let the Clerk read the statement, and 1n the 
meantime this can be arranged. 

Mr. BARTLETT. When the statement is read, the gentleman 
can submit his request. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. We might as well settle this 
question now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Very well. So far as I am personally con
cerned I should like to ha.ve about 10 minutes. Can we settle 
the qu'estion as to who shall control the time against tlle con
ference report'? I do not care particularly to do it I should 
think that 30 minutes on a side would be ample. 

Mr. MA..i"'\TN. We want a little more than that. Make it 40. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I suggest that we have 2 hours' debate, 

40 minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. RucKER], 40 minutes by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARTLETT], and 40 minutes by myself. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri Mr. Speaker, there are but two 
sides to this question, and it seems to me that there is but one 
side. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is a biased Yiew for anyone to take 
of it. 

l\fr. MANN. The request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLMSTED] is a reasonable one. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will make that request, unless the gentle
man from Missouri [Mr. RucKER] will make it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Ur. S11eak.er, I ask unn.nimous 
consent that there be one hour of debate on this report [ap
plause], one-half to be controlled by myself and one-half by 
some gentleman on the other side, if there is one who is op
posed to it; and if not, by some one on this side. 

Mr. .MANN. Oh, well, we can not agree to that; we are 
entitled to some time on this side of the House. 
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Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the at any general or special election, or for election by the legisla-

statement be read instead of the report. t?re of any ~tat~, shall, witJ;tin 15 days _af~er such primary elec-
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unan1- t1on or nommating ~onventi~n, and Wl~~ 30 days after any 

mous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report, such general or special election, and within 30 days after the 
Mr. BARTLETT. I object. day upon which the legislature shall have el~ted a S~nator, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects, and file with the Clerk of the House of Representatives or with the 

the Clerk will read the report. Secretary of the Senate, as the case may~' a full, correct, _and 
The Clerk read the conference report, as follows : itemized statement of all moneys and thmgs of value received 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill ( H. R. 
2958) to amend an act entitled "An act providing for publicity 
of contributions made for the purpose of influencing elections at 
which Representatives in Congress are elected," having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 6. 
· That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend

ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, and 4, and agi·ee to ~e 

same. fr •ts d" Amendment ·numbered 5: That the House recede ·om I is-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate nll?1bered 5, and 
agree to the same. amended to read as follows, viz : ~ 

SEC. 2. Th!lt section 8, a.s above amended, and sections 9 and 
10 of said act be renumbered as sections 9, 10, and 11, and that 
a new section be inserted after section 7 of the said original act, 
to read as follows : ' 

"SEC. 8. The word 'candidate' as used in this sectio~ sh:all 
include all persons whose names are presented for norrunation 
for Representati'rn or Senator in the Congress of the United 
States at any primary election or nominating. c~n•entioi;i, or for 
indorsement or election at any general or special election held 
in connection with the nomination or election of a person to fill 
such office, whether or not such persons are actually nominated, 
indorsed, or elected. 

"Every person who shall !>C 3: candidate. for nomination. at 
an1 primary election or nommat.mg convention, or f?r ~ection 
at any general or special election, as Representative m the 
Congress of the United States, shall, not less than 10 nor more 
than 15 days before the day for holding such primary election 
or · nominating convention, and not less than 10 nor more than 
15 days before the day of the general or special election at 
which candidates for Representatives are to be elected, file with 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives at Washington, D. C., 
a full correct and itemized statement of all moneys and things 
of ,a_jue recei~ed by him or by anyone for him with his knowl
edge and consent, from any source, in aid or support of his 
candidacy, together witb the names of all those who have fur
nished the sfillle in whole or in part; and such statement shall 
contain a true and itemized account of all moneys and things 
of nllue given, contributed, expended, used, or promised by suCh 
candidate, or by his agent, representatfre or other person for 
and in his behalf with his lmowledge and consent, together 
with the names of all those to whom any .and all such gifts, 
contributions, payments, or promises were made, for the pur
pose of procuring his nomination or election. 

"Every person who shall be a candidat~ for nomination at 
anJ" primary election or nominating convention, or for indorse
ment at any general or special election, or election by the legis
lature of any State, ns Senator in the Congress of the United 
States, shall, not less than 10 nor more than 15 days before 
the day for holding such primary election or nominating con
vention, and not less than 10 nor more than 15 days before 
the day of the general or special election at which he is seeking 
indorsement, and not less than 5 nor more than 10 days before 
the day upon which the first vote is to be taken in the two 
horn~es of the legislature before which he is a candidate for 
election as Senator, file with the Secretary of the Senate at 
Washington, D. C., a full, correct, and itemized statement of 
all moneys and things of -value receh-ed by him or by anyone 
for him with his knowledge and consent, from any source. 
in aid or support of his ca.ndidacy, together with the names of 
all those who have furnished. the same in whole or in part; 
and such statement shall contc"lin a true and itemized acconnt 
of all moneys and things of value giYen, contributed, expended, 
used, or promised by such candidate. or by his agent, repre
sentative, or other person for and in his behalf with his knowl
edge and consent, together with the names of all those to wbom 
any and all such gifts, contributions payments, or promises. 
were made for the purpose of procuring his nomination or 
election. · 

" Emry such candidate for nomination at any primary el~c
tion or nominating convention, or for indorsement or -election 

by him or by anyone for him with his knowledge and consent, 
from any source in aid or support of his candidacy, together 
with the names' of all those who have furnished the same in 
whole or in part; and such statement shall contain a_ true and 
itemized account of all moneys and things of value given, con
tributed, expended, used, or promised by such can~da~, or by 
his agent, representative, or other person for and m his behalf 
with his knowledge and consent, up to, on, and after the day 
of . such primary election, nominating convention, general or 
special election, or election by the legislature, together with the 
names of all those to whom any and all such gifts, contributions, 
payments, or promises were made fo~ the purpose of procuring 
his nomination, indorsement, or election. 

"ET"ery such candidate shall iD;clude therein a statei;nent. of 
every promise or pledge made by him, or by anyone for him with 
his knowledge and consent or to whom he has given aut~ority 
to make any such promise or pledge, before the completion of 
any such primary election. or nominatin~ convention ~r general 
or special election or elect10n by the legislature, relative to the 
appointment or recommendation for appoint:ment .of any person 
to any position of trust, honor, or profit, either ID the count!" 
State, or Nation, or in any political subdivision thereof, or m 
any private or corporate employment, for the purpose of pro
curing the support of such person or of any person in his candi
dacy, and if any such promise or pledge shall have been m~ae 
the name or names, the address or addresses, and the occupati.on 
or occupations, of the person or persons to whom such prom~se 
or-J>ledge shall have been made, ~hall be s~ted, together. wi~ 
a de ciiption of the position relatmg to which such pro~se or 
pled a-e has been made. In the event that no such prorruse or 
pledge has been made by such candidate, that fact shall be dis
tinctly stated. 

"No candidate for Representative in Congress or for Senator 
of the United St.ates shall promise any office or position to any 
person or to use his influence or to give his support to ~Y per
son fo~ any office or position for the purpose of procurmg the 
support of such person, or of any person, ~ his candid~cy; nor 
shall any candidate for Senator of the Umted States give, con
tribute, expend, use, or promise any mone~ or thing of va~ue to 
assist in procuring the nomination or electi?n of ~ny partic_ular 
candidate for the lenislature of the St.ate m which he resides, 
but such candidate ~ay, within the limitations a.:id restricti?~s 
and subject to the requirements of this_ act, contribute to pol;ti
cal committees having charge of the disbursement of campaign 
funds. 

"No candidate for Representative in Congress or for Senator 
of the United States shall give, contribute, expend, use, or prom
ise or cause to bB given, contributed, expended, used, or prom
ised, in procuring his nomination and. election any sum, m .the 
aggregate, in excess of the amount which be may lawfully giv.e, 
contribute, expend, or promise under the .laws of the State 111 -
""bich he resides: Pro?;idcd, That no candidate for Representa
ti're in Congress shall gi"rn, cantribute, expend, use, or promise 
any slim, in the aggregate, exceeding $5,000 .in any camp:1ign 
for his nomination a.nd election; and no candidate for SeM~r 
of the United States shall give, contribute, expend, use, or prom
ise any sum, in the aggregate, exceeding $10,000 in any cam
paign for his nomination and elec~on: Provided furthf!T, That 
money expended by any such candidate to meet and discharge 
any a "sessment, fee, or charge made or levied upon candidates 
by the laws of the State in which he resides, or for his neces
sary personal expenses, incurred for himself .a.lone, for ~ra.'el 
and subsistence, stationery and postage. wntmg or prmting 
(other than in newspapers) and distributing letters, circula.rs, 
and posters, and for telegraph and telephone service, shall not 
be regarded as an expenditure within the meaning of this se_c
tion and shall not be considered any part of the sum herem 
fi.xc-d a~ the limit of expense and need not be shown in the state
m nts herein required to be filed. 

"Tl.le statements herein required to be made and filed before 
the ~e!"'e~J election, or the election by the legislature at which 
suc:h candidate seeks election, need not contain items of which 
vuhlicity is gh·en in a previous statement, but the ~tement- re
quired to be made and filed after said general election or elec
tion by tbe legislature shall, in n.dilition to an itemized state
ment of all expenses n-0t theretofore given publicity, contain a 
summary of all preceding statements. 
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"Any person, not then a candidate for Senator of the United 
States, who shall have given, contributed, expended, used, or 
promised any money or thing of value to aid or assist in the 
nomination or election of any particular member of the legisla
ture of the State in which he resides shall, if he thereafter 
becomes a candidate for such office, or if he shall thereafter be 
elected to such office without becoming a candidate therefor, 
comply with all of the provisions of this section relating to can
didates for such office, so far as the same may be applicable; 
and the statement herein required to be made, verified, flnd filed 
after such election shall contain a full, true, and itemized ac
count of each and every gift, contribution, expenditure, and 
promise, whenever made, in anywise relating to the nomination 
or election of members of the legislature of said State, or in 
anywise connected with or pertaining to his nomination and 
election, of which publicity is not given in a previous statement 

" E1ery statement herein required shall be verified by the oath 
or affirmation of the candidate, taken before an officer author
ized to administer oaths under the laws of the State in which 
he is a candidate, and shall be sworn to or affirmed by the can
didate in the district in which he is a candidate for Representa
tive, or the State in which he is a candidate for Senator in the 
Congress of the United States: Provided, That if at the time of 
such primary election, nominating convention, general or special 
election, or election by the State legislature said candidate shall 
be in attendance upon either House of Congress as a Member 
thereof he may_at his election verify such statements before any 
officer authorized to administer oaths in the District of Colum
bia: Pro,,;ided further, That the depositing of any such state
ment in a regular post office, directed to the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives or to the Secretary of the Senate, as the case 
may be, duly stamped and registered, within the time required 
herein shall be deemed a sufficient filing of any such statement 
under any of the provisions of this act. 

"This act shall not be construed to annul or vitiate the laws 
of any State, not directly in conflict herewith, relating to the 
nomination or election of candidates for the offices herein . 
named, or to exempt any such candidate from complying with 
such State laws." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend

ment of the Senate amending the title of the bill and agree to 
the same with an amendment so that the title as amended will 
read as follows, viz: · 

"An act to amend an act entitled 'An act providing for pub
licity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing elec
tions at which Representatives in Congress are elected' and 
extending the same to candidates for nomination and election 
to the offices of Representative and Senator in the Congress of 
the United States and limiting the amount of campaign ex: 
penses." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
W. W. Rue.KER, 
1\f. F. CoNBY, 
M. E. OLMSTED, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
WILLIAM P. DILLINGHAM, 
ROBERT J. GAMBLE, 
Jos. F. JOHNSTON, 

Managers on the part of the Senute. 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew 
a request that I made a little while ago in a modified form. I 
ask unanimous consent that there may be 90 minutes debate, 
30 minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLMSTED], 30 minutes by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARTLETT], and 30 minutes by myself. 

l\Ir. 0Ll\1STED. Will not the gentleman make it 35 minutes? 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I did intend to make it 35 min

utes, but we have already consumed 10 minutes in reading the 
report. 

l\Ir. MANN. If the gentleman will make it 35 minutes, that 
will give us time enough. 

l\lr. RUCKER of l\Iissouri. Well, l\fr. Speaker, I will modify 
my request and make it 35 minutes apiece. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani
mous consent that the debate extend for 1 hour and 45 minutes, 
35 minutes to be controlled by himself, 35 minutes to be con
trolled by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED], 
and 35 minutes by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 
Is there objection? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 

very brief statement. During the last session of Congress this 
House passed a publicity bill applying solely to the great political 

committees which operate in more than one State in connection 
with elections at which Members of Congress are elected. That 
bill required publicity of campaign contributions and expendi
tures both before and after elections. It went to the Senate in 
that form, was amended, and came back to us with all the provi· 
sions relating to publicity before election stricken from it. 

The House disagreed to the Senate amendments, and the bill 
went to conference. In conference the House conferees found 
gentlemen representing another body obdurate, firm, and un
yielding, and finally by a majority \Ote the conferees on the 
part of the House yielded and recommended to the House that 
it recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments and 
accept the same. As one of the conferees I refused to join in 
the conference report or statement. When the conferees report 
was up for action by the House I made a brief statement, giv
ing my reasons for refusing to agree to the action of my 
associates, but declaring my purpose to vote for the bill, crip
pled and disabled as it was, realizing that I would have oppor
tunity in the near future in another Congress to introduce a 
bill to right the wrong which I thought was then being per
petrated and to further urge the enactment of a law whlch 
would respond to the just demand of millions of good people. 

When this Congress convened I did introduce a bill providing 
for the amendment of existing law by restoring the section 
requiring publicity before election, which the Senate struck 
out in the last Congress. That bill passed the House un
amended, some amendments proposed by .gentlemen on the other 
side being Yoted down. In the Senate the House bill was 
amended by the addition of a new section requiring publicity 
of expenditures by candidates for Representative and Senator 
in Congress, and applying to nominations as well as to election. 
Mr. Speaker, this Senate amendment was a surprise to me, 
and I think a surprise to every Member of the House and to 
the country, but in my deliberate judgment was a greater sur
prise to the distinguished gentlemen who constitute another 
body than to any other persons on earth, and I feel warranted 
in expressing the opinion that it never would have been agreed 
to in the Senate if gentlemen there had not confidently relied 
upon the House to oppose and strike it out. • 

But, in writing this amendment into the House bill, the 
Senate responded to the well-considered and almost unanimous 
sentiment and judgment of the people of the United States. 
And having sent so good a measure here, a measure which so 
fully responds to a righteous public opinion, a Democratic 
House immediately determined to accept it. 

As frankly stated by me at the time, the conference on the 
Senate amendments was requested for the sole purpose of re
vising and perfecting the Senate amendments. With the able 
assistance of my good friend, l\Ir. CONRY, of New York, who 
has been very loyal and efficient in helping to perfect this 
legislation and in securing this conference report, and the as
s~stance of my genial, nonpartisan friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLMSTED], we have brought the measure back to the 
House perfected and amended in conference, and I think very 
materially impro1ed. The provisions of the Senate amend
ments have all been carefully preserved; no principle has 
been eliminated from the amendments; the bill has not been 
weakened in any respect, but has been broadened and strength
ened in many respects. 

The principle of publicity-full, complete publicity both before 
and after election-is secured and we have inspired and 
breathed into this legislation life, vigor, and efficiency. This 
law will reflect the will and win the approval of people through
out the United States, regardless of political affiliation, who 
desire to purify elections and to restore and preserve inviolate 
the sanctity of the ballot box. I exceedingly regret, Mr. 
Speaker, that there is not an entire unanimity of sentiment 
on this side of the House in favor of the adoption of the con
ference report. This measure, so righteous in itself, so just in 
its provisions, so universally demanded, ought, it seems to me, 
to command the cordial support of every Member. But there 
are gentlemen who can not give it support, and in this prelimi
nary statement I desire to say that with those gentlemen I have 
no quarrel. I realize the conditions that surround them, and 
I shall not question the judgment or challenge the -rote of 
any gentleman who differs from me or put in issue the merits 
of the apprehensions which impel him to oppose this legisla~ 
ti on. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. A brief question. 
Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I find in the original bill as 

amended by the Senate the words " and consent" connected 
with his knowledge regarding the receipt of money. The con
ference report would apparently insert the words "and con-
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sent." Does the bill as it appears before us now include the 
words " and consent "? 

:Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. It does. Mr. Speaker, I was 
saying, and I repeat, I have no quarrel with gentlemen on this 
side of the House who differ with me. I recognize their devo
tion to public will and their unwavering devotion to the great 
undying principles of democracy. I know they will discharge 
their duty on this and on all occasions as they see it. I must 
be permitted to say, however, that I do not believe the appre
hension of the danger they fear from Federal interference in 
matters belonging solely to the States is a reasonable appre
hension, or that it is justified by the history of the past or by 
conditions existing to-day. 

Mr. Speaker, only a few words more. I trust I may be par
doned for calling attentio.n to the fact that one of the most 
valuable features of this bill was written into it by the dis
tinguished junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. Recently 
chosen by a direct vote of the people of his State to serve them 
in that high office, he had the courage to proclaim in the Senate 
of the United States that no candidate for Representative or 
for Senator of the United States should spend more than a 
reasonable sum, to be fixed by law. 

By his matchless eloquence he convinced that great legislative 
body that we should not only require publicity of all campaign 
expenses, but that we should fix a definite and positive limit to 
expenditures, beyond which it would be unlawful to go. The 
amendment offered by Senator REED, and accepted by the Sen
ate, prescribes a maximum limit of $5,000 which may lawfully 
be expended by candidates for Representative and $10,000 by 
candidates for the United States Senate. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] I say to you this is the best feature of this 
entire law; and while I concur in the judgment of some of my 
friends that the limit with reference to Members is too high
much too high-because I believe $5,000 is more than any candi
date for membership in this House ought to be permitted to 
expend, yet I insist that even a high limit is preferable to no 
limit. If it should ever be charged and shown that I have spent 
in excess of $700 to secure my nomination and election, then I 
confess I would be unworthy to sit upon this fioor [applause on 
the Democratic side], because the law of the sovereign State in 
which I reside requires me to subscribe to an oath that I have 
not spent a sum greater than that, and I will not violate the law 
of my State. I seek to win the votes of the people in my dis
trict, not by corrupting the masses but by doing the will of the 
splendid people whom I am proud to represent. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I heard the gentleman give the history 

of this bill. Did the gentleman forget to mention the fact that 
the gentleman brought this bill, particularly relative to the 
primary feature of it, before the Democratic caucus, and they 
did not vote on it. · 

1'1r. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I have not forgotten 
any fact connected with the history of this bill, but the state
ment just made by the gentleman is not accurate, as he must 
remember when I call attention to the fact. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If I am not correct about it, I will be 
glad to be informed. 

Ur. RUCKER of Missouri. I think I have informed you 
but I will inform you again. ' 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then kindly inform me. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. A gentleman who represents 

neither Missouri nor Alabama, but the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. CABLIN], who is here to speak for himself, circulated the 
petition for a caucus. I said to every mall' to whom I spoke 
that I had no intention or desire to tie the hands of any free 
man by caucus action on this bill, and in the Democratic caucus 
neither the gentleman who called the caucus nor those who 
1ndorsed his action dared to present the matter because of the 
fact--

Mr. RICHARDSOR But the gentleman will remember 
there was considerable opposition to this bill--

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman can make a 
speech in his own time; now, let me proceed to make mine. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman must not put me in the attitude 
of having called a caucus on this bill, because he must know 
I did not. The fact is I never knew of it until I got offidal 
notice of the call. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICH
ARDSON] greatly magnifies the strength of the opposition to this 
legislation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was going to ask you if you did not 
make an explanation of that feature before the Democratic 

caucus, and the Democratic caucus manifested a great deal of 
opposition to it, and it was withdrawn? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman from Alabama 
indulges too much in pure imagination. Mr. Speaker, let me 
say that I wish I could meet my responsibilities under my 
oath and at the same time could free the minds of some gentle
men of the horrible nightmare this bill has caused them, but 
I can not do it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You never encountered that "night
mare," and that is the reason you do not understand it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I wish to assure my friend ot 
the devotion I have for the land from which he comes. My 
kindred all sprung from that region, as the gentleman knows, 
and every sentiment of my nature is entwined around the in
stitutions of the South, but the South is only one part of this 
country. It is the South, thank God, a glorious South, but we 
are legislating to-day for a glorious country, composed of the 
North, the South, the East, and the West-a united country
and the people demand publicity in every State and in every 
district. [Applause.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I deny here that the South or any 
State in the South is undertaking to shelter itself or escape 
publicity under any circumstances or conditions. 

.Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I have not so charged. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I have heard you make that insinua~ 

tion before. 
Mr. RUCKER of Misso.mi. I have made no such insinuation. 

The .gentleman is too sensitive. . 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I am not sensitive-not in the 

least. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I think you are too sensitive. I 

will not debate this question with him further, as I fear the 
gentleman is growing too sensitive. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is one way a man has of attack
ing another. I am not in the least sensitive. It is an acknowl
edgment of your inability to answer. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. What in the world troubles the 
gentleman from Alabama? I have answered him. The trouble 
is he proceeds on an erroneous assumption of fact and will not 
listen to reason. I have no objection to the conclusion he 
reaches. He is entitled to his opinion, however wrong it may be. 

l\Ir. RICHARDSON. I will say this to .the gentleman from 
Missouri: That if there is any bill that ought to have been sub
mitted to a Democratic caucus since this special session began, 
it is this bill. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I say this: That, in my humble judg
ment, and from my position here on the floor of this House, if 
there is any bill that has been before the extra session of Con
gress that ought to have gone to a Democratic caucus, it is this 
bill. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in answer to that I 
will say to the gentleman for the last time that this bill was 
discussed before the caucus, and I believe the caucus was caned 
on his request, not mine, and in that caucus I told the gentle
men who called the caucus, "If you want caucus action, for 
the Lord's sake get it." I will not try to tie anybody. 

:Mr. RICHARDSON. Did you ask for it when you made that 
long speech before the Democratic caucus? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I did not want any caucus 
action, and hence asked for none. I went there to see what 
you were going to do. Mr. Speaker, in view of the interrup
tions I am having, if the Chair will kindly tell me how much 
time I have used, I will yield the floor, as I see I can not proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 23 minutes remaining. 
Mr. HOW ARD rose. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

RucKER] yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HowARn]? 
l\fr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do. 
l\Ir. HOW ARD. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 

from Missouri bis opinion of one clause of the bill. I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Missouri, in his opinion, what would 
be the effect of this saving clause that you have in this bill? 
For instance, in the State of Georgia suppose you could not 
spend under the law of Georgia over $500 in a campaign for 
Congress, while this bill says you can spend up to $5,000; would 
this law be paramount to the law of the State? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will answer the gentleman by 
saying that in the State of Missouri, where I live, the State 
law prohibits my spending over $700, and I will consider the · 
State law as absolutely binding upon me, and not this law. I 
do not believe that this law will ever be construed to annul or 
vitiate any law of the States not directly in conflict with this. 



4088 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-- HOUSE. AUGUST 17, 

.l\fr. HOW A.RD. Just a question further. In the gentle
man's opinion, does the gentleman think that this $5,000 clause 
in this bill, as proposed by his committee, is not in direct con
flict with the clauses of the laws in other States? 

l\!r. RUCKER of Missouri. Certainly not, because the bill 
expressly provides that the law of the State shall _prevail and 
govern, provided only that the total expenses shall not exceed 
the limit here fixed. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTLETT. l\1r. Speaker, I represent a State which has, 
and has had for years, most wholesome, efficacious, and strict laws 
upon the subject of publicity of campaign expenses. These laws 
require every candidate, from constable to Congressman, to file 
in the office of the clerk of the court and to publish in every 
county where he is a candidate an itemized statement of the 
expenses that he has incurred in an election, and to swear 
from what sources the money comes-by whom paid; and they 
also require him to swear that he has not employed a hired 
worker at the polls or at any time during his candidacy; that 
he has not directly or indirectly conveyed or had conveyed 
to the polls any voter in a buggy or in a wagon or carriage or 
automobile; and these laws apply to primacy and general elec
tions alike. My State has, under the sovereign power that 
was reserved to it when this Government was formed, never 
yielded to the General Government the exercise of its police 
powers, but has always exercised that power. She has spread 
upon her st.atute books wholesome laws in regard to the election 
of every officer by the people, whether in the primary or the real 
election. We are not afraid in Georgia that we can not vote 
the Democratic ticket and keep that State steadfast, as it has 
been for 45 years, in the Democratic column unless we pass 
this bil1 and thus prevent the Republicans from buying the 
election; nor have we any fears that the Republicans will buy 
us. [Laughter on the Republican side.] That may be a fear 
peculiar to my friend from Missouri [l\fr. RUCKER}. But we 
would not have any such fear, even if we did not have the pro
tection to be afforded by this bill. It takes no law of_ Congress 
or the exercise of any drastic F'ederal power, the unlawful 
use of the State's police power, concentrated in the Federal 
Government, to keep corrupt people from buying an election in 
the State of Georgia. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri says this part of 
the bill which I particularly object to is his peculiar hobby; 
at least he said so the other day on the floor of this House; 
application of the provisions of this bill to primary elec
tions was his peculiar hobby. The gentleman never mounted 
that hobby or rode upon it or even rocked it until he saw "this 
pillar of cloud by day and this column of fire by night" that 
has arisen over in the Senate in the person of the immaculate 
junior Senator from Missouri. [Laughter and applause.] 
" Paul may plant and Apollos may water," but not a vote can 
the junior. Senator from Missom:i get from this House or from 
the gentleman from Missouri from that district until a new 
light arose at night and the pillar of cloud by day spread itself 
over his entranced vision. [Laughter and applause.] 

l\Ir. Speaker, why do I say so? Why, in this House, early in 
April~ some vicious Republicans and the unthinking Democrats 
wted for and engrafted on his bill this identical proposition
that the Congress of the United States could go into Missouri 
and prevent the voters there from being bought in the primary 
elections. [La ughter.] What did the gentleman from Missouri 
do? In his wrath and indignation he moved that the bill be 
recommitted with instructions, and that the amendment placed 
in the bill by the vicious Republicans and the misguided Demo
crats should be stricken out: and all the power of the organiza
tion of the House, including the whip of the House and Demo
cratic offic ials and the influences which he could set to work, 
were in\'oked by the gentleman, and at his instance the House 
voted promptly to strike the obnoxious amendment from the 
bill; and all the Democrats but two voted to strike it out, 
and the gentleman and the entire Democratic side applauded 
the result. The gentleman from Missouri, who, with his soul 
enthused with tbe idea of preventing the people of thi s country 
from being bought by Republican money, was so anxious to ride 
his hobby and to stride through the Halls of Congress on it, 
never mounted that hobby-on the contrary, he hamstrung it 
all he could-unt il he saw the junior Senator from .Missouri, 
this new leader from the West [laughter]--

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit an 
interrup~ion? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I reo<Tet I have not time. I do not want 
to be discourteous at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gent1ema·n declines to yield. 
Mr. BARTLETT. N"ot until this new giant, this Missouri 

Lochinvar, came out of the West, w:ith spear leveled and helmet 
down, bestriding the gentleman's hobby; and then the gentle-

man climbed on behind. [Laughter.] It occurs to me to sug
gest that Shakespeare, had he lived in this age and could he 
have seen the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RucKER] in this 
performance, might have said of him what he said of" Bottom." 
You remember in that play when Bottom dressed himself to 
perform before his associates, they looked at him and said, 
" Bottom, how thou hast been transformed." And now, when 
the gentleman from Missouri came back from the conference, 
arrayed in all this new-found paraphernalia, clothed almost 
with the mantle of the new Senator from Missouri, it occurs to 
me that his coconferees must have raised their hands in admira
tion and said, " 0 Bottom, Bottom RUCKER, how thou hast 
been transformed." [Laughter.] What change has come o'er 
the spirit of his dreams. Manfully and gallantly he led the 
hosts of Democracy against the solid phalanx of Republicans 
and a few straying, rebellious Democrats in this House, but 
could not stand even one punch of the wooden spear of this 
new champion, the junior Senator from Missouri. [Laughter.] 

I do not ·ascribe improper motives to anyone, much less to 
my friend from Missouri. I take it for granted that not only 
has a great light shone upon him outwardly. but that like Saul 
of Tarsus it came down like the noonday splendor and pierced 
his very soul and blinded him. I take it for granted and I 
accept it I question no man's motives. But I stand here to
day in defense of that splendid system of Government which our 
forefathers formed, cemented with their blood, wrested from 
England, and builded upon solid foundations, and whose spire 
that points up to heaven, around which I trust the lightnings 
of eternity shall play, whose sides no beating storm from with
out shall shake, and no inward dissension shall ever tear down. 
[Applause.] Regardless of the new dogma from Missouri, pro
mulgated by the new knight from out the West; regardless of 
the changed views and vigorous assault ma.de upon my position 
by my friend from Missouri [Mr. RucKEB], I shall still pro
claim my devotion to that instrument, which does not give to 
Congress the pow:er to exercise police authority in the States. 
{Applause.] Whence comes the power, even in a State, to reg
ulate the primaries? Lest my views may be misconstrued, 
Mr. Speaker, I want to state right here and now that I am 
willing to have the fullest publicity of campaign expenses, in 
every election, including primaries. I am willing that the law 
shall prescribe the fullest publicity. I will even bow to the 
opinion of the majority of the court in the Siebold case and the 
other cases, which held that in regulating a congressional elec
tion the Congress had the power to do certain things ; but I 
stop there, and I say no flood of power, however high its waves 
may dash against the adamantine foundations of this Constitu
tion of ours, no fanaticism-I beg pardon for using the word, 
but that is the suitable word-no clamor from uplift magazines, 
or any other influence shall force me from the position that 
this Congress has no power to invade my State, usurp its police 
power, and destroy or regulate in the slightest degree its 
primary elections. [Applause.] 
· I say that as a lawyer; and as a lawyer I demand to know 

from any lawyer here whence comes the power from the State 
even to regulate primaries? From its police power. If I am 
not correct, I ask my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLMSTED], for whose legal learning and information I have 
great re.spect, to correct me. The police power of the State 
~·egulates its primaries. There is where you get the power. 
That is the law laid down in the decisions, and I have read 
many of them in the past few weeks. What police power 
vests in the Congress of the United States, outside of the right 
to exercise it in the District of Columbia, in the Territories, and 
in those other places where the Congress has exclusive juris
diction? None whatever; and the Supr eme Court of the United 
States has often and without dissent decided that Congress 
has no police-power within t he several States. Does any man 
who is familiar with the law, who has read the decisions of 
the highest court in the land, claim that the Congress of the 
United States has any police power in a State? I pause long 
enough for some one either to show his knowledge or his 
ignorance. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. While the gentleman is pausing, 
let me ask him a question. 

1\lr. BARTLETT. On that subject, yes. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. No; on another subject. 
Mr. BARTLETT. On that subject. The gentleman can not 

answer the question. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I think I cnn. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Answer it. 
Mr. RUCKER of .Missouri. I will answer it in my own time 

and to my entire satisfaction. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Missouri is easily 

satisfied. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Perhaps not to the gentleman's 

satisfaction. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, the gentleman might. But I am sure 

that when the gentleman speaks to himself he will have a dis
tinguished orator and an appreciative audience both at the same 
time and in the same person. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that being true, what power has Con
gress to invade my State and throw any safeguards around the 
ballot box at the primary? We never had any charge that a 
primary or any election was bought in Georgia, and I think, as 
a general thing, that the States south of the Potomac River 
have escaped that charge, with rare exceptions. But in order 
to safeguard and to protect our elections from any possibility 
of wrong, we haYe surl'Ounded them with all of these safe
guards. The law of the State of Georgia is better than this 
law. If you pass this act with reference to the primary and 
concede the power of the General Government to enact a law, 
is it not exclusive? If Congress has the power to exercise the 
authority to enact this law, it has the authority to negative the 
law of the States and permit them to be·ignored. The laws of 
Congress are the supreme law of the land. If it has the power 
at all to exercise authority so as to regulate the primary, it has 
the right to make those regulations the supreme law of the land. 
Thus by this act you destroy all the other safeguards pro
vided by our State laws. My State does not prescribe the limit 
of expenditure, but it does say that you shall publish an item
ized statement of all sums expended. This bill provides that 
the expenses for stamps, stationery, and clerk hire shall not be 
included in the $5,000, the limit placed by the bill on expendi
tures. In a recent primary canva13s in my district the items 
for stationery, clerical hire, and personal expense, published 
as required by law in my State, were the chief expenses in
curred. So if this law passes in Georgia I can spend $2,009 
in traveling expenses, stationery, clerk hire, and stamps, and 
spend $5,000 additional in hauling men to the polls and in. 
surrounding the ballot box with heelers, and have men riding 
over the district working for me. You strike down the whole
some law of Georgia and erect in its place a sham, a pretext, 
a law of whose unconstitutionality, as far as I am concerned, 
I have not the slightest doubt, in which opinion many able 
lawyers of this House concur. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri said they had 
now reported from the conference " a bill full of life, full ot 
vigor, and full of efficiency." Does the gentleman from Mis
souri mean to say that be led the House into the pass!lge and 
adoption of a bill which had no life in it, which was a mere 
"dry bones," a mere skeleton, and transmitted it to this other 
body-the Senate-where this new man in the Senate touched 
it with his finger and made it spring up into a living being? 
[Applause.] 

My friend has been here for 12 or 14 years, and I hope he will 
stay here as long as he wants to, but I will not accept his own 
characterization of himself that he in this House sent to the 
Senate a bill without life, without vigor, and without efficiency; 
and when this new man in public life, this new Senatorial ma
gician, just lately inducted into the Senate from Missouri, laid 
on his hand and breathed into its nostrils and made it stand 
up, a full-blown body, full of life and full of vigor. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I think, if the gentleman wants 
to be accurate, he would not quote me in that way. 

l\fr. BARTLETT. I wrote it down at the time the gentleman 
said it. The gentleman said "We have brought back a bill full 
of life, full of vigor, and full of efficiency." 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; that is so; but the gentle
man said that I said it was no account when it went to the 
Senate. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not say it was or no account; I said 
that the gentleman transmitted a bill to the Senate which he 
now says is full of life and vigor and efficiency because it took 
the act of the new Senator from Missouri to make it full of 
life and vigor and efficiency. That is what I said. I know that 
the gentleman from Missouri is effective in dealing in metaphor, 
and he has some poetry to apply to every sentence in his speech. 
I just attribute that. to a poetical license and the extent of his 
enthusiasm. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I could say a great deal about this bill. It is 
because I believe in local self-government, it is because I believe 
in the Constitution, it is because I believe in the right of the 
sol'ereign power of the States to exercise the police power of 
those States and not transferring it to the Federal GoYernment, 
it is because I have lived in an age and an era where they had 
a Federal election law-and I know the horror and the misery 
and the. infamy of that period, which will last long after the 
infamous authors are dead and justly forgotten, except for their 
infamy-that I will vote against this bill to give to the Federal 

authorities the power to control elections ln my State. I am 
not afraid of this little bit of a pretext of invading the rights 
of the States or of requiring a Member of Congress in a primary 
election to give an account of his expenses. If it stopped there, 
there might not be any great harm, but it is the admission that 
Congress has that power to so invade the province of the State. 
When you admit the power and say it is necessary to regulate 
the primary, tell me, Representatives, where is the reason, if 
you are going to regulate the primary, in a simple way of requir
ing an account of expenses, why you should not regulate as to 
who should vote in the primary or in a general election? And 
if you can regulate the primary and regulate the election with 
reference to the expenditures of money in the primary, why can 
you not say who shall vote and who shall not, and every other 
incident connected with the election of Congressmen? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. .Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
permit an interruption? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 
~fr. RUCKER of Missouri. Did not the gentleman vote for 

the amendments to the Hepburn bill and the interstate-commerce 
law? 

Mr. BARTLETT. In what way? 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Did not the gentleman vote for 

its passage. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I did for some of the amendments. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. .And did not that bill make it a 

crime for shippers to make contracts for rebate? 
Mr. BARTLETT. Why, certainly. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. .And did not that give Federal 

jurisdiction both in the State of Georgia and in the State of 
Missouri? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; and any man who has a · license to 
practice law, unless he has forgotten how, who does not know 
the distinction shows his ignorance by asking the question. 
[Laughter.] 

.Mr. Speaker, how much time have I consumed? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has used 24 

minutes. · 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, there are many more reasons 

that I could give why this bill should not pass. The bill turns 
over the control of the primaries in the States to the Federal 
Government and the trial for violations of the law to a Federal 
court. Thank God, you gentlemen o~ the North have never been 
cursed with Federal judges Jike we have, and Federal courts 
that have been a simple horror to our people in the years past 
and gone. But, Mr. Speaker, I must give time to those who are 
more able to discuss th·is question than I. I am going to con
clude by saying, so convinced am I of the correctness of my 
position on this proposition that Congress has no power to 
regulate the primary elections of my State, nor power to invade 
it and strike down those wholesome laws and enact new Jaws 
not half so efficient and wholesome-so convinced am I that no 
such idea ever entered the minds or the hearts of the men who 
builded the Constitution, but that it was left solely for our 
friend from Missouri and his new Senator to erect his new 
" pillar of cloud by day " and enlighten the world by his new 
" pillar of fire by night," and lead us poor benighted men who 
haYe been wandering in the wilderness to a new Canaan-that I 
will not and can not gi\e my vote to this bill, even though all 
the press of the country in certain regions are clamoring for 
it, even though all the uplift magazines demand it, and even 
though my friend from Missouri has changed his position-I 
will not say his opinions-upon it -and become the very trans
formed, translated "Bottom" of the Congress; even though all 
these things come all at once and all together to induce me not 
to preserve my devotion to the Constitution of the United 
States, the rights of m~ people, and the rights of my State, I 
shall stand here, though I stand a.lone, and resist the passage of 
this bill in my feeble way, and to them all I say, come one, come 
all, the very earth shall fall from its accustomed orbit sooner 
than I! [Applause.] 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I wish at the outset to ac

knowledge the faithfulness and loyalty with which the gentle
man from Missouri [l\Ir. RUCKER] kept in conference the prom
ise which he made to the House when he asked for a conference. 
[Applause.] 

Now, jµst a few words with reference to this bill. In the last 
Republican Congress-in 1910-we passed a campaign-publicity 
bill. This Democratic Congress had barely assembled when 
there was brought in here with a great flourish of trumpets an
other bill, supplementary to the first, and which we were told 
was to carry out Democratic campaign promises and platform 
pledges. Upon investigation that bill appeared to accomplish 
very little. It applied only to committees conducting elections 
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in two or more Stn.tes. It did not apply to individual candi
dates. It did not require. returns by individual candidates of 
their expenses either at the primaries or at the general election. 
When the proposition was ofl.'ered in this House to amend so as 
to make it npply to individWl.1 candidates and to extend its pro
visions to the primaries it was voted down by very nearly a 
party vote, our Democratic friends on the other side of the 
Chamber voting against it and the Republicans solidly voting 
for it. The bill went over to the Senate, and there it was 
amended so as to become a real publicity bill; in fact, a publicity 
bill plus. As amended by the Senate the bill applied not only to 
campaign committees, but to individual candidates; and not 
only to candidates for the House, but also for candidates_ for the 
office of Senator of the United States. It applied not only to the 
general election, but as well to the primaries and to nominating 
CO!lrentions and to elections by the legislature. It goes further 
::w 'l fixes a limit to campaign expenses. 

':: . ."l e last Democratic national platform called particularly for 
the fix ing of a limit upon campaign expenses, but the bill as it 
originally passed this Democratic House omitted all reference 
to that subject. The Senate amendment put it in. The bill 
came back to this House and the Senate amendments were all 
disagreed to. A conference between the two Houses was asked 
for and agreed to. I had the honor to be one of the managers 
on the part of the House in that conference. The report of 

· the conference retains substantially all the Senate nmendments, 
with some modifications making them more effective and more 
certain of operation. The question now is, Will the House 
agree to the conference report? The bill as agreed to in con
ference fixes the limit of $5,000 upon tbe expenses which any 
candidate may incur in securing his nomination and election to 
the House of Representatives. In the case of candidates for 
the Senate of the United States the limit is $10,000. I was in 
favor of scaling the limit of expenses according to the number 
of \Otes cast at the last preceding election, so that in smaller 
States or smaller districts the expenses allowed would not be 
so great as in the larger ones, something like the corrupt
practices act in England; but I was not the sole conferee, and 
did not have my way entirely. 

Mr. HARDWICK. .Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 
l\Ir. OLMSTED. For just a moment 
Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman, of course, recognizes that 

the exercise of this power is under the following provision of 
the Constitution : 

The times, places--

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not en.re to have that read in my time. 
I am quite familiar with that provision of the Constitution. 

l\Ir. HARDWICK. Well, I wanted to ask the gentleman if 
he is familiar with the provision to which I have referred? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am familiar with it. 
Mr. HARDWICK. I . want to ask the gentleman whether he 

does not think that word " elections" in that section of the 
Constitution refers to an election fixed by the Federal statute 
rather than "by ~Y party agreement--

Mr. OLMSTED. I will answer the gentleman in a moment. 
I well understand that there is considerable objection from 
certain States where by "grandfather clauses" and by -Other 
means the Republican vote has been so nearly eliminated that 
the whole contest comes at the primary. There is in those 
States great objection to the operation of this proposed law. 

Now, I will answer right here the question that the gentle
man from Georgia has asked. The Constitution, in section 4 
of the first article. confers upon the legislatures of the States, 
in the first instance, the right to prescribe the times, places, and 
manner of hording elections for Senators and Representatives, 
but makes that power in the States subject to the authority of 
Congress to make or alter those regulations. except as to the 
place of choosing Senators. The word "election," if my friend 
will run down the word to its final signification, he will find 
means "choice." Where the choice is really determined at the 
primaries it is in substance as much an election us if it oc
curred in November. The primary election in such a case de
cides the election. It fixes and determines the choice. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Can the gentleman cite us to some of 
these decisions to which he bas so glibly referred? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have not referred to decisions. 
Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman said that if we would 

run it down it would be found to be so held. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I can not allow my limited time to be 

taken up. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Upon that side of the House gentlemen from 
districts where there is no contest in .i.. • orember, wher e it all 
occurs at the primary, lmre been along with the rest clamor
ing for publicity. But they seem to want it only ill spots-in 
Republican spots. 

Now, if we are to have a publicity bill at all, we want a pub
licity bill that applies to the whole country-~ Torth, South, 
East, and West-wherever a Congressman or a Senator is to 
be elected. [Applause.] 

Let mo show you how it works. I have known n gentleman, 
an ~ble, distinguished, genial, and worthy ~entlemn.n, to oc
cupy the position of minority leader on this floor in three Con
gresses. His district had a population of more than 200,000. _ 
Be received less than 1.500 votes at the general election, but 
there having been no votes against him, he was triumphantly 
elected. There was no contest a.t the general election, nnd, of 
course, no expenses to report. A publicity bill that did not 
apply to the primaries would not afford any publicity of the 
actual expenses in a district like that 

According to the Congressional Directory for the present 
session, in the eight districts in the State of Mississippi there 
was not a Republican vote recorded for Congres . In one dis
trict in Alabama-the eighth district-the present honorable 
Member reports that he received 8.785 votes. The Republican 
candidate received 6 votes. But even that is better than it was 
in Mississippi, where they say that a man having the temerity 
to run for Congress on the Republican ticket and receiving 2 
Totes was arrested as a repeater. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
.Mr. OLMSTED. I will yield for one question. 
.Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the district I have the honor to 

represent on this floor. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I am glad you have six good Republicans 

in it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I am not in the least ashamed of it, 

and I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania here, not 
putting myself forward too much, that since my election to 
Congress I never have been in either a convention or primary 
eJectiQE. in that district. The honor has alwnys been given me 
by my people by giving notice for three months thnt if anybody 
wants to run against me to do so, and if there was no other 
candidate I was declared the nominee of the Democratic 
Party. If the gentleman only was acquainted with the circum
stances he would fully understand why the Republican received 
only 6 votes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am not finding any fault with the gentle
man or his district. I am glad that it does itself the honor to 
send so good and able a gentleman to Congress. [Applause.] 

Now, in the third district I find that in the Sixtieth Con
gress the Member was elected without opposition, receiving 
2,306 Yotes. The population of his district wus 186,346. 

The Member from the sixth district, having a population of 
211,000, received 3,030 votes. 

1\Ir. BARTLETT. That is my district. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I can not yield my time. I am not finding 
any fault with the gentlemen nor their districts. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do I understand the gentleman declines? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] 

is out of order. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I would be glad to yield if I had the time. 

In one district of that State the gentleman elected received the 
magnificent total of 1,743 votes, the district having a population 
of 1 1,395. 

I will insert here, without reading, a statement showing the 
districts in Mississippi, Mr. Speaker, with the population and 
the votes cast for Members of Congress : 

Districts. 

First ...•....... . .....••.....•....•.................... -..•.... 
Second ..••.•.•.••.•.•••..•.•••.••..•..••.•• -•.•.•..••.•..••... 
Third .•.•••.••...•.............•................•............. 
Fourth .............•.•...................•......•............. 
Filth ......•.•..•.. ·-·········································· 
Sixth ......•••..•.••.•.••....... ···-······ •..•••••••.•.••...... 
Seventh ....•.................•.....•...•.......••••••......... 
Eighth ............•..........•............••...•••••.......... 

1 Not given. 

Poyula
tion. 

187, 739 
183, 795 
232, 174 
199,650 
·l 3-, 00G 
162,440 
211,521 
190,885 

Votes. 

2,563 
2,007 
1,540 
2,536 
2, 782 
4,077 
1,933 

(1) 

In the sixth district there were 173 votes recorded for a 
Socialist candidate, but in the whole eight districts not a single 
Republican vote was recorded. 
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l\fr. BARTLETT. What has that got to do with campaign 

~ntributions? 
Mr. OLMSTED. I am going to show what it has to do with 

them. A Tery distinguished gentleman, then and now holding 
a place on this floor from the fourth district of Georgia, re
ported in the Sixtieth Congress-they do not report the votes 
now-the votes he recei"red not at the general election but-. 
at the Democratic primary, in which the real contest occurs, and which 
is, therefore, the only election in which the people take much interest. 

I am stating these facts not in a fault-finding way but 
merely to show what the gentleman from Alabama so frankly 
admitted, that in many districts the real contest takes place at 
the primaries and not at the general election. That is why we 
are in favor of having the publicity law apply to the primaries. 
Why should not the expenses of "the real contest" be given 
publicity in those States where it occurs at the primaries as 
well as in those States where it occurs at the general election? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvunia 

yield to the gentleman from Alabama? 
1\Ir. OLMSTED. For one question. 
Ur. RICHARDSON. Your purpose is to investigate why 

there are not more votes cast? 
Mr. OLMSTED. Not at all. It is simply to require publicity 

of nomination and election expenses. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; to inquire into it. 
Mr. OLMSTED. This bill makes no provision for any inquiry 

at all, except as to the amount of expenses of nomination and 
election in every State and in every district. 

There is another matter which may well be considered here. 
We passed recently through this House joint resolution No. 39, 
pro-riding for the election of Senators by the people. This 
pending bill provides that whether elected by the legislature or 
by the people, every candidate for the Senate must report his 
expenses. This bill, if passed, will be passed in pursuance of 
authority contained in the fourth section of the first article of 
the Constitution of the United States, conferring upon Congress 
the power to regulate the times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators as well as Representatives. 

In the resolution providing for an amendment to the Consti
tution so as to provide for the election of Senators by the peo
ple, you attempted to modify also the fourth clause, which gives 
to Congress the power of regulation. The Bristow amendment, 
agreed to by the Senate, retained the power of regulation in 
Congress. When that amenament came over here every Demo
crat voted to disagree, so that is now in conference. That 
Bristow amendment would restore the resolution, so as to 
leave in Congress, in case the Constitution should be amended, 
the power to regulate senatorial and representative elections. 

I admit frankly that our Democratic friends, who voted to 
take away from Congress entirely the power to regulate these 
elections, are in an awkward position. They have been shout
ing for a publicity law; but if they vote for this bill they ought 
at once to move to recede from the disagreement of the House 
to the Bristow amendment, and let that resolution pass at once, 
so that the direct election of Senators by the people may be no 
longer delayed by the presence in it of that obnoxious provision 
which would prevent Congress from passing any publicity bill 
at all or in any other way regulating elections. You have been 
clamoring in campaigns and in campaign platforms for pub
licity. Now we offer you publicity-Republican publicity-an 
ocean of publicity. Do not stand shivering on the shore. In 
the language of the small boy at the happiest period of his life, 
we say to you, "Come on in; the water is fine." [Applause on . 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
1\Ir. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against this con

ference report regardless of the action of others. The Demo
crats have long endeavored to secure publicity of campaign ex
penses in order to prevent or minimize the corruption notorious 
in our national elections, perpetrated by the contributions of 
special interests to the campaign funds of the Republican 
Party. Heretofore Republican ascendancy has defeated our 
efforts. All we could secure was publication after the election 
instead of hefor~locking the stable door after the horse was 
stolen. Early in the present Congress we passed a bill in the 
House, wisely devised and drawn, to publish before election in 
time to checkmate corrupt efforts and defeat their purpose. 

That bill fully met the emergency. It laid bare the contri
butions to national campaign committees for the purpose of 
corrupting congressional and presidential elections. From dif
ferent motives, foolish ones on the part of the Democrats, car
ried away with wild fads, and sinister ones on the part of Re
publicans who wish by implication to legalize the expenditure 
of money by candidates, amendments were placed on the bill 

in the Senate, some of them exceedingly foolish, some of them 
exceedingly vicious, and all of them inimical to the purpose of 
the House bill The 10-cent statesmanship feature, so utterly 
ridiculous and insulting to the intelligence of American yoters, 
has wisely been abandoned. 

The authorization by implication that candidates for Con
gress may spend $5,000 outside their personal expenses and 
candidates for the Senate may spend $10,000 outside their per
sonal expenses is a crime against purity, honest politics. and 
ciTIJ.ization. The proviso that the .candidate's personal ex
penses, traveling, hotel bills, postage, stationery, telegraph, and 
telephones should not be counted covered substantially the pur
po es for which a candidate ought to spend money. In honesty 
and in fact no candidate ought to be allowed to spend any 
money outside of his personal expenses as enumerated for the· 
purpose of in.fl uencing hiB election. There is no honor in an 
election that is purchased in whole or in part. T:P,ere is. no 
profit in it if it takes all or a substantial part of the salary to 
pay for the election. A man who can afford to spend his salary, 
or a substantial portion thereof, and go to Congress anyhow, 
defraying his expenses from other sources, goes there for ul
terior purposes, backed by interests which have ends to subserve, • 
He is not there for the public good. He is there improperly, 
and legislation, if efficacious at all, should prohibit the expendi
ture of any money to purchase elections. Candidates for any 
office ought to be prohibited by law from spending a solitary 
cent to secure votes. When they pay their personal expenses 
and whatever they may be required to contribute to the ex
penses of holding the election in an open and legal manner 
they ought to be prohibited from spending anything else. But 
this is not the place for that legislation. 

EYery State ought to be decent enough to provide honest and 
e:ffident election laws. When the two Houses of Congress ex
ercise their constitutional power to be the judges of the quali
fication and election of their own l\Iembers, they are armed with 
sufficient power to purify themselles and protect themselves 
against unworthy membership. They ought not to condescend 
to the usurpation and exercise of unnecessary powers to in
terefere with elections in the States. Federal interference with 
State elections has always been opposed by the Democratic 
Party. Aided by Federal courts, it is the one overshadowing 
menace to our liberties and to be fought at all points and re
sisted to the death. 

The unconstitutional provision for the Federal Government 
to interfere with primary elections is not only obnoxious but 
monstrous. I will never vote for it A State which is not com
petent to regulate that subject ought to ask the Federal Gov
ernment to relieve it of further responsibility, and divide its 
territory among States that are able to Clo their duty. Right 
here I will anticipate any criticism that may be made on my 
position through repetition of the oft-repeated falsehood that 
this objection to interference in primary elections is peculiar to 
the South-an effort to protect and conceal the political .mis
deeds of the South. 

There was never a more false and unjrist aspersion concocted 
and published. The elections in the South are honest, free, and 
fair, under adequate State laws, providing publicity and all 
other requisites. Everybody votes who wants to, and his vote 
is counted. Representatives do not purchase their elections 
there, but enjoy their positions as Members here because they 
are elected by the free suffrage of the most enlightened, up
right people in the world-the only true American and English 
constituency left solid in any State in this Union. With them 
remains the only true, reliable, and conservative guaranty for 
constitutional liberty; with them rests the hope of the defense 
of the principles of this Government and the perpetuity of our 
institutions. They pity the ills of the other States, and hope 
the other States may muster sufficient character and patriot
ism to deal with the questions. But they are not uneasy about 
this publicity law ele<;ting a single Republican Representative 
or Senator in any of the Southern districts or States now demo
cratic. 

These foolish provisions are put in for the purpcse of carry
ing the large cities and the border States, where enough white 
people are wrong on politics to take the wrong side and sup
port efforts to use the power of the Federal Government to 
interfere with elections in the States. The border States, where 
a great many of the white people are deluded into the support 
of the Republican Party, may be carried by the Republicans 
through the instrumentality of these provisions, and some of the 
larger cities, .with their motley population unacquainted with the 
principles of a republican form of government and caring less for 
them, may be captured by the Republicans; but let no man hug to 
his bosom the vain delusion that anybody in the South is afraid 
of their gaining any Representative or Senator there. 
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Our doctrines are fundamental. Our principles are fixed and 
eternal. The citadel of our political virtue ls impregnable. 
Faction and partisanship and Fedei·al oppression have done 
their worst with us and have failed. We are now safe, but 
want to elect some Members and Senators in other States. 
We intend to · remain pure and exercise a beneficent influ
ence to help our sister States to purify themselves, and I 
decline to vote for any provision, either foolish or vicious, that 
would help subject them to further corruption instead of re
lieving and protecting them therefrom, as the original House 
bill provided. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. ·speaker, how does the distribution of 
time stand? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RucKER] 
has 12 minutes, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] has 
4 minutes, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] 
bas 20 minutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCALL]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCALL] ls recognized for 5 minutes. 

l\fr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe in this report, 
and I shall vote against it, with the idea of having another 
conference. As the bill went from the House to the Senate it 
was a publicity bill. The character of the legislation has been 

· transformed by amendments which were made, some of them 
improvised on the floor of the Senate, from that of a publicity 
bill to that of a corrupt-practices act. One of the great pieces 
of legislation in England is their corrupt-practices act. I be
lieve we should have one in the United States, but I do not 
believe in passing an act of this important character that is 
lli-considered, that has never been before any standing com
mittee of this House, and one in which the Representatives of 
the House upon the conference have not even had an oppor
tunity to giv~ us well-thought and well-eonsidered provisions. 

I have great confidenc~ in the gentlemen who represent the 
House upon the conference committee. The gentleman from 
Missouri and his associate upon that side of the House [Mr. 
CoNRY] are very able lawyers, and there has been no better 
lawyer in this House during my term of service than the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. I believe that the 
thing to do, for those of us who want a well-thought and well
<:onsidered corrupt-practices act, is to vote down this conference 
report, ask for a further conference, and let these gentlemen 
during the coming recess give it that care, thought, and labor 
which its; importance demands, and~ bring in a report in Decem
ber worthy of the country. 

For that reason I propose to vote against this report, and not 
because I do not favor legislation of this character. When I 
was a member of the Massachusetts House of Representatives 
I introduced the first bill in the nature of a corrupt-practices 
act that ever passed any legislative body in this country. I 
introduced the publicity bill that became a law in the last Con
gress, and if we are to have further legislation along these lines 
I feel a deep interest in having it carefully drawn, and not to 
have the slipshod and the sloppy and incomplete provisions that 
are contained in this bill. · 

In the first place, this bill assumes to restrict the amount of 
money that a Member of Congress may use, and it fixes that 
amount at $5,000. In my whole 10 campaigns I have not spent 
$5,000. There is practically no restriction to that. Then they 
exempt traveling expenses, stationery, and postage, the circu
lars that a man may send out in his primary campaign, and 
the same items when he is up for final election. There may 
easily be spent under those items three or four or even five 
thousand dollars more. That leaves so large a sum as to 
amount to no practical limitation upon the amount that may 
be spent. 

But I am more opposed to this bill because it makes it neces
sary for every candidate for Congress, w)l.ether he is elected or 
defeated, and for every candidate for the Senate to make an 
affidavit upon subjects that are not clearly defined, so that he 
may know what is required of him. If one is called upon to 
make oath to certain things in a highly penal statute, he should 
be told just the points that he is to cover. If you will care
fully read the provision here with regard to the oath of a can
didate, it is indefinite. It may be construed by one man one 
way, so as to include certain expenses, ·and by another man so 
as to exclude those expenses, and no candidate can be sure 
just what he is to cover in his return. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts has expired. 

Mr. McCALL. I should like a couple of minutes more. 
l\Ir. OLMSTED. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 
Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I will not have opportunity, in 

the limited time left ine, to call attention minutely to parts of 
this law, but you will find that the provision with regard to the 
filing of returns by the candidates does not state where those 
returns are to be filed. It leaves it merely a .matter of infer
ence. As to the return itself, there is the following provi
sion: 

Sul!h statement shall contain a true 8.Ild Itemized account of all 
moneys and things of value given, contributed, expended, used, or prom
ised by such candidate, or by his agent, representntlve, or other person.
for and in his behalf with his knowledge and consent, together with the 
names ot all those to whom any and all such gifts, contributions, pay
ments, or promises were made for the purpose ot procuring his nomina
tion or election. 

Now, it is very easy for a candidate to make an affidavit as to 
contributions or promises of money or things of value made by 
him or by his authorized agent. but how can he tell what is 
done by any other person? But, you say, it must be with his 
knowledge and consent. Now. what does that mean? A can
didate goes to a place in his district where a meeting is called 
by the city or town committee. He has nothing to do with it 
except that he is asked to speak there, but the meeting is in 
the interest of his candidacy and perhaps in the interests of 
the State ticket. He consents to that meeting. He has knowl
edge of it. It is not clear that it would not be incumbent on 
him to go to the authors of that meeting to find out what they 
pay for the band, what they pay for the hall, and include that 
in his account. I do not believe that was intended, but it should 
be de.finite. You have altogether too many loosely defined 
penal statutes. You can find other matters in this bill that are 
not clear, and your conscientious candidate may feel compelled 
to make an extreme return in order to include everything that 
ls doubtful, and the candidate who wishes to avoid the law 
will take to himself the benefit of the doubt 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts has again expired. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLMSTED] has 13 minutes remaining, the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] 4 minutes, and the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. RUCKER] 12 minutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. WATKINS]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana is recognized 
for 6 minutes. 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time allowed me I 
can not more than skim the surface or touch in high places this 
great question. I can only outline. I wish to say when this con· 
ference report was made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
RucKEB] I reserved all points of order, expecting that I would 
have an opportunity to fully and freely discuss thet question now 
before the House. My object in doing so was to put myself on 
record in a proper light with reference to two leading propositions 
contained in this measure. One was the contribution of cam
paign expenses in general elections. The other was as to the 
contribution of campaign expenses in primary elections. There 
is a vast difference in the issues infolved in these two proposi
tions. When this bill was before the House, 1· voted against 
the amendment which purposed having the law apply to pri
mary elections, but voted for the bill, which provided that the 
law should apply alone to general elections. My opinion has 
not been changed by the fact that an amendment has been 
incorporated in the bill by the Senate by which the law is made 
to apply to primaries. 

For six years the gentleman from Missouri, who has charge 
of this measure. has been an ardent advocate of the proposition 
to require the publicity of campaign expenses in general elec
tions, but in no instance during that time has he ever advocated 
the publication of campaign expenses in primary elections until 
this bill came back from the Senate with the amendment tacked 
upon it. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. l\fcCAI.L], who has 
just preceded me, who has been looked upon as the father of 
the proposition to require the publication of campaign expenses, 
has never advocated or proposed anything of this kind and doeii 
not favor the bill in its present form at this time. 

The Democratic Members of the House of Representatives 
a.re put in this attitude: We have staring us in the face a 
Democratic platform, a plank of which demands the publica
tion of campaign expenses, but which does not require or con
template the publication in primary elections. Hon. William 
J. ~cyan addressed a message to the President of the United 
States, then Secretary of War, demanding the publication of 
campaign expenses and requesting him to join with him in 
procuring the passage of a bill by Congress for that purpose, but 
gave no intimation that it should apply to primary elections. 
Why, in all the agitation in and out of Congress, in the maga-
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rllnes, n.nd elsewhere, has it not been urged that Congress should 
make the law apply to primary elections? It is becanse of the 
embargo placed upon legislation of this kind by the Constitu
tion of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are confronted with this contingency: 
Here is a demand made by the Democratic convention for the 
publicity of campaign expenses.. Here is a provision of the 
Constitution of the United States which prevents the Fed&nl 
authorities from infringing upon the rights reserved to the 
States. When the Constitution of the United States was 
framed tbe Stutes tben in existence were already fully organ
ized. They had their own laws~ which were interpreted by 
thei r own judicial tribunals, and they surrendered only certain 
rights and prerogatives to the· Federal Government through the 
Constitution. All rights not especially surrendered were re
served to and remain inherent in the States. Amendment IX 
reads: 

The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights sh.all not be 
construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 

Amendment 10 reads : 
The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution 

nor prohibited by It to the States are reserved to the States, respec
tively, or to the people. 

The courts of the States have the sole province and exclu-. 
sh·e jurisdiction of interpreting the laws of the States. This 
broad proposition is submitted: There is a national law pro
viding for the election of Members of Congress. The Consti
tution and acts of Congress provide for that; providing the num
ber, age, residence, when they shall be elected, and even that the 
Members of the House of Representatives. shall be voted for 
on written or printed ballots or by voting machines. There is 
no Federal primary election law. The States of the Union 
alone have primary election laws, which laws have been en
acted by the legislatures of the various States having these 
laws. If the 3.IIlendment tacked onto this bill by the Senate is 
incorporated into this law, the Federal judges will have juris
diction of the cases arising under the law and will have the 
right to interpret the primary election laws of the various 
States, which will be a clear infringement upon the rights of 
the States and will be in violation of the tenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. Believing that this meas
ure will pass the House .. and being paired and prevented from 
voting upon the question as now presented, I avail myself of 
the opportunity of expressing my views, trusting to the future 
for vindication of what I believe to be a usurpation of the rights 
reserved to the people of the States by the express terms of the 
Constitution. 

For years I have worked and voted for a law providing for 
the publicity of campaign expenses in general elections. as de
manded by the national Democratic platform, which was in
tended to correct the evil of vast sums of money being used by 
the national campaign committees in corrupting the electorate 
and controlling national elections, and I would hail with delight 
an opportunity at this time to vote for such a law. When the 
bill was returned to this House in its present form I requested 
that we be allowed to vote separate1y on the two propositions, 
but this could not be permitted under the rules of tile House, 
and we are forced to accept or reject the report as it comes 
from conference as a whole. For the purpose of showing the 
Democratic view, that the evil practices sought to be stopped 
related to national elections and not to local elections or pri
maries, I herewith incorporate as a part of my remarks the 
demands of the Democratic Party, culled from the Democratic 
Campaign Book, page 221 : 

We demand Federal legislation, forever- terminating the partnership 
which has eristed between corporations of the country and the Repub
lican P arty under the expressed or implied agreement that in return 
for the contributions of great sums. of money wherewith to purchase 
electiong t hey should be allowed to continue substantially unmolested 
in their efforts to encroach upon the rights of the people. 

Any reasonable doubt us to the existence of this relation has been 
dispelled by the sworn testimony of witnesses examined in the insur
ance investigation in New York and the open admission o-f a single 
individual-unchallenged by the Republic.an national committee-that 
he himself, at the personal request of the then Republican candidate for 
the Presidency, raised a quarter of a million dollars to be. used in a. 
single State during the closing hours of the campaign. 

In order that this practice shall be stopped for all time, we demand 
the passing of a statute punishing by imprisonment any officer of a. 
corporation who shall either contribute on behalf of or consent to the 
contribution by n. corporation of any money or thing of value to be 
used in furthering the. election of a President or Vice President of the 
United States or any Member of the Congress thereof. We denounce 
the Reµublican Party, having control of the F ederal Government, for 
its failure to pass the bill i.ntrod'ttcro in the last Congress to compel 
the publication of the names of contributors and the amounts contrib
uted toward campaign funds, and point to t he evidence of the insin
cerity or Republican leaders when they sought, f)y an absolu tely irrele
vant and impossible amendment, to defeat the passage of the bill as :i 
further evidence of their intention to conduct t heir campaign in the 
coming contest with vast sums of money wrested from favor-seeking 
corporations. We can attention to the fact that the recent Republican 

national convention at Chicago refused when the Issue was presentec? 
to it to declare acrainst such practices. 

We pledge the Democratic Party to the enactment of a law prohibit· 
1ng a.ny corporation from contributing to a campaign .fund and any in
dividual from contributing an amount above a reasonable maxiIIJum, and 
providing for the publication before election of all such contributions 
above a reasonable minimum. (Democratic platform.) 

Also from the Democratic campaign book, page 145, the fol~ 
lowing telegraphic correspondence explains itself: 

LINCOLN, NEBR., May ~, 1903. 
Secretary WM. H. TAliT, 

lVashington., D. a.: 
I beg to suggest that as leading candidates in our respective parties. 

we join in asking Congress to pass a bill requiring publication of cam· 
paign contributions prior to election; if you think best, we ean aslG 
other candidates to unite. with us in fh;.e request.. 

W. J. BRYAN. 

Hon. WY. ;J. B:aYAN, 
Lincoln, Nebr.; 

WASHINGTO.."'i, D. C., Mav i6, 1908. 

Your telegram received. On April 30 last I sent the following letter 
to Senatol"' Burrows, the chairman of the Committoo on Privileges and 
Elections of the 8€nate : 

" My Dear Mr. Burrows : I sincerely believe that it would greatly 
tend to the absence of corruption in politics i! the expenditures for 
nominations and elections ot ail candidates and all contributions re
ceived and expenditures made by political committees could be made 
public, both in respect to State and national politics. For that reason 
I am strongly in favor of the passage of the bill wWcb is now pending 
in the Senate and Houst bringing about this result so far as national 
politics are concerned. i marked this letter •• personal " because I am 
anxious to avoid assuming an attitude in the campaign which it is 
qvite possible I shall never have the right to assume, but so far as my 
personar influence is concerned, I am anxio_us to give it for the passage 
of the bill. 

"Very sincerely, yours. WY. H. TAF-r." 
Since writing the above, In answer to inquiry, I have said publicl?i 

that I hope such a bill would pass. 
WM. H. TAFT. 

LINCOLN, NnB •• Ma11 t6, 1908. 
Hon. WM. H. TAFT, Secretarv of War, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Am very much gratified to receive your telegram, and trust that th& 

publication of your letter will add the weight necessary to turn the 
scales. in favor of the measure.. Elections are public afl'.airs, and putr 
licity will help purify politics. 

W- J. BRYA.i.'f. 

LINCOLN" NEBR., Ma11 26, 1908. 
Senator CHARLES A. CULBEBSo.~. • 

United States Senate, Washington, D. a.: 
Please secure copies' of my telegrams to Secretary Taft and his reply 

concerning campaign contributions. His letter to Senator Burrows 
may enable you to secure action on tbe bill. 

W. :J. BRYAN, 

Hon. JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS, 
LINCOLN, NEBR., Ma.y fG> 190.8. 

House of Rep-resentattfies, Washington, D. 0.: 
Please secure copies of my telegram to Sec~etary Taft and his reply 

concerning campaign contributions. His letter to Senator Bm:rows may 
enable yon to secure action on the bill. 

W~ 7. BB.YAN. 
But the Republican Congress. failed to enact a publicity law. 
Mr. Burrows did not press it upon Congress, nor did he, as tem

porary chairman, call It to the attention of the Republican national 
convention. The convention by a vote ot 94 yeas to 880 nays voted 
down the publicity plank. 

The following is an extract from the Senate Documents, vol· 
ume 4, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session: 

The abuses arising from the secret political contributions has brought 
about a demand that the sources and objects of campaign contributions 
and expenditures should at least be revealed to public scrutiny, in 
order that their regulation and correction, if deemed necessary, should 
be made with the fullest knowledge of the actual conditions and evils 
involved. 

Following the lead taken by New York in 1890, 17 States have passed 
measures securing in some degree the pnblicity of campaign funds. In 
the closing days of the presidential campai~ of 1904 the question of 
campaign contributions had been made an issue of almost paramount 
interest. The governors of many States had urged that legislation 
should be adopted upon this subject. Public opinion demanded that 
campaign money should be regarded as public money. 

On the subject of campaign contributions Senator Gray 
wrote: 

Corrupt-practices acts have been largely unavailing and seemingly 
incapable of being enforced. Compelled publicity as to contributions 
n.n.d campaign expenses will be more efficient than all of them put 
together toward suppressing the evil of electoral corruption. It will 
work automatically and require no legal machinery of pains and pen
alties to enforce it. I mean that when publicity ig once enforced the 
beneficial results flow automatically, without the intervention of penal 
legislation. 

STATE RIGHTS. 

On the question of State rights I will incorporate in my 
remarks the presentation of this question by Dr. J. L. 1\1. Curry, 
minister to Spain under President Cleveland, president of How
ard College, and at the time of his death custodfan of the Pea
body fund: 

The Union is not the primary social or political relation of those 
who formed it. The State governments w ere already organized and 
were adequate to all the purposes of their municipal concerns. The 
Federal Government was established only for- such purposes as the 
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State governments a.nd the confederation could not sufficiently answer, 
namely, the. common purpose of all the States. The people of the 
States not as a unit, not in the aggregation, but separately, hold in 
themselves all governmental power. One portion they granted to the 
State governments, another to the Government of the Union, and the 
residue they retained undele?ated to themselves. 

Mr. Jefferson deprecated ' usurpation of the powers retained by the 
States, interpolations into the compact, and direct infractions of it," 
and as late as 1825 solemnly asserted that though a dissolution of the 
Unicn would be a great calamity, submission to a government of unlim
ited power would be a greater. 

'The powers reserved in the tenth amendment are not only reserved 
agninst the Federal Government in whole, but against each department, 
the judicial as well as the legislative and executive. Otherwise the Fed
eral sphere is supreme and the spheres of the States subordinate. It 
can not be tolerated for a moment that the Supreme Court has the right 
to modify every power inhering in the State governments or undelegated 
to the people, so as to exempt its own action from their influence. The 
authors of the Federalist insisted that the apprehended inequality did 
not exist, and that should it be developed the States would be able to 
control. Hamilton wrote: "The General Government can have no 
temptation to absorb the local authorities left with the States. • • • 
It is, therefore, improbable that there could exist a disposition in the 
Federal councils to usurp the powers with which commerce, finance, 
negotiation, and war are connected. Should wantonness, lust of domi
nation, beget such a disposition, the sense of the people of the several 
States would control the indulgence of so extravagant an appetite." 

Those who contend most strenuously for the rights of the States and 
for a strict construction of the Constitution are the genuine lovers and 
friends of the Union. Their principles conserve law, good order, justice, 
established authority; and their unselfish purpose has been to preserve 
and transmit our free Institutions as they came from the fathers, sin
cerely believing that their course and doctrines were necessary to pre
serve for them and posterity the blessings of good government. The 
States have no motive to encroach on the Federal Government and no 
power to do so, if so Inclined, while the Federal Government has always 
the inclination and always the means to go beyond what has been 
granted to it. 

Also Loring's commentary on the argument of Daniel Webster: 
As the United States Government's sovereignty is undoubtedly limited 

to the express grants ot the Constitution, the powers not granted are 
In the States or people. There was no need of any reservation, except 
to allay the fears of those who erroneously believed that the Constitu
tion gave unlimited power to the Union. 

Again, Dr. Curry, in discussing the ninth and tenth amend-
ments, says: · 

The ninth amendment prohibits a construction by which the rights 
retained by the people shall be denied or disparaged by the enumeration; 
but the tenth, in language that tyranny can not pervert or dispute, 
" reserves to the States, respectively, or to the people the powers not 
delegated to the United States or prohibited to the States." Could any 
language more conclusively 13how the ultimate authority of the States 
or that the General Government has no more right to enforce its de
cisions against those of the several States where they disagree as to the 
extent of their respective powers than the latter have of enforcing their 
decisions in like cases? This reservation was incorporated from a 
caution deemed unnecessary and excessive by some, because such a res, 
ervatlon is of the very essence and structure of the Constitution, but it 
bas been vindicated as a marked demonstration of the wisdom and 
sagacity of the fathers. IDstead of receiving powers the States had 
bestowed them, and in confirmation of their original authority most 
carefully reserved every right they had not relinquished. The powers 
reserved by those who possessed them, the distinct people of each 
State, are those not delegated or prohibited, and were intended to 
remove suspicion of a tendency in the Constitution toward consolida· 
tion which bad been vigorously charged by some of those who had op
posed the ratification. It can not be reiterated too often that the people 
do not derive their rights from the Government. In England, Magna 
Charta and other franchises were granted by Kings and residuary 
rights remain in and with the Government, the ungranted rights re
main with the Government; here, ungranted rights remain with the 
grantors and these are the people of the States. 

TUCKER ON THE CONSTITUTION. 

I also quote from John Randolph Tucker: 
The Federal Government has no powers but those · delegated by the 

Constitution. It has no inherent powers, but only those derived from 
the Constitution as expressly delegated or granted by necessary impli
cation. Those not so delegated, unless prohibited to the States, are 
reserved to the States respectivel{ or to the people. Reservation of 
powers is the basis of the title o the States or of the people of the 
States to political powers under the Constitution. They are not secured 
to the States or to the people of the States by virtue of the Constitu
tion. 'l'hey are inherent in the people of the States, and unless dele
gated to the United States, or by their constitutional act prohibited to 
themselves, they remain with the States respectively and the people. 

In the case of the United States against Cruikshank, Chief 
Justice Waite uses this emphatic language: 

The Government of the United States is one of delegated powers 
alone. Its authority is defined and limited by the Constitution. All 
powers not granted to it by that instrument are reserved to the States 
or to the people. 

In Martin against Hunter, Judge Story, delivering the opinion 
of the court, said : 

It is perfectly clear that the sovereign powers vested in the State 
governments by their respective constitutions remain unaltered and 
unimpaired, except so far a they were granted to the Government of 
tbe United States. • * * The Government, then, of the United 
States can clnim no powers which are not granted to it by the Con
stitution, and the powers actually granted must be such as are ex
pressly given or given by necessary implication. 

Hamilton, in the Federalist, says: 
The rule that all authorities, of which the States nre not explicitly 

dh·ested in favor of the Union, remain with them in full vigor • • * 
is clearly admitted by the whole tenor of the instrument. 

Mr. Speaker, on May 22, 1908, the House of Representatives 
had under consideration the McCall publicity bill, providing . 
for the publicity of campaign expenses, to which there had been 
attached an amendment providing for the publicity applying to 
primary elections. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, of Indiana, who has almost invariably 
advocated those measures inimical to the interests of the South, 
stated: · 

The amendments go beyond the old election's law sections to which 
I have referred by including primary elections, and I have no kind 
of doubt that Congress has authority to regulate and control primary 
elections held under State and Territorial laws where they are called 
for the purpose of nominating candidates for Congress and Delegates 
thereto. 

To this speech the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RUCKER], 
who now has charge of the measure before the House, replied. 
He said: 

We on this side--

Meaning the Democratic side--
will not dodge the issue. We earnestly favor publicity of campaign 
contributions, but we are unalterably opposed to force bills and Federal 
supervision of elections. 

Hon. JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS, the minority leader, in his 
speech in that debate upon the. question, said: 

You know that nobody who believes in American institutions would 
vote for section 11 of the Crumpacker bill. It puts the execution of 
State laws in the hands of the Congress and the courts of the United 
States . . 

You know that nobody would vote for section 12 of that bill, which 
does the same thing and which prescribes a Federal punishment for a 
violation of State laws. 

The vote was taken on the bill as amended. One hundred and 
sixty-one Republicans voted in the affirmative, including the 
Speaker [Mr. CANNON] ; 126 Democrats voted against it. 

It was thjs measure to which reference is had · in the Demo
cratic national platform in which the statement is made-

The insincerity of the Republican leaders when they sought by an 
absolutely irrelevant ancl impossible atnendment to defeat the passage 
of the bill. 

Thus, by the Democratic Party, in the national convention 
assembled, is this very effort to infringe upon the sacred rights 
resened to the States and to the people thereof repudiated and 
denounced. 

When the bill which is now under consideration was up for 
pas age in the House only a few days ago, the Democrats of 
the House indignantly refused to accept an amendment allow
ing the provisions of this act to apply to primary elections. It 
was finally passed by the House of Representatives after the 
amendment relating to primaries had been eliminated. No one 
more vigorously opposed the amendment than the gentleman 
from Missouri who has charge of the bill. The bill went to 
the Senate by the votes and with the approval of the Demo
cratic Members of this House, and after they had most em
phatically refused to enact the measure into law with the pro
vision incorporating the primary feature. But, lo, the Senate 
reinstated the provision requiring that the law apply to the 
primary-election laws of the various States. Now, we behold 
the anomaly of those who had worked and voted against the 
measure, and had declaimed against it, advocating it. 

When the Republicans were in the majority, we denounced 
their efforts to force this measnre upon us. But now, when 
the Democrats are in the majority, it seems inconceivable that 
a fundamental Democratic principle should be trampled under
foot. When this bill which we now have under consideration 
was before this House on April 14, 1911, in charge of the gen
tleman from l\Iissouri [Mr. RucKER], who is now presenting it 
to this House, an amendment was -offered to make primary elec
tions in which Members of Congress should be elected amen
able to its features. 

The gentleman from Missouri [l\fr. RUCKER] moved to recon
sider the vote by which the bill was passed. His motion was 
carried upon his statement that he opposed the measure in its 
present form-meaning with the amendment thereto applying 
to primaries. He stated that he was not only opposed to it in 
that form, but added, "So is every other man who wants pub
licity." The question was put by the Speaker-

Shall the bill be recommitted with instructions to have section 2 
stricken out? 

This was the section applying to primary elections. The 
question, being put, was carried by 157 yeas to 149 nays-the 
Democrats in the affirmative and the Republicans in the nega
tive. On the same day the chairman of the committee reported 
the bill back to the House with section 2, relating to primaries, 
ordered to be stricken out. The amendment was again voted 
on, and section 2, referring to primary elections, was stricken 
out by a vote of 165 yeas to 139 nays, the Democrats again 
voting against the provision in favor of having publicity ap-
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ply to primary elections, even the .Democratic Speaker asking 
. that his name should be called, so that he could be placed on 
record as opposed to the publicity law applying to primary elec
tions. After the primary-election feature had been eliminated 
the bill was passed by a vote of 307 yeas and not a single vote 
against it, even the Republicans putting themselves on record 
with the Democrats in favor of carrying out the demands of 
the Democratic Party for the publicity of,. campaign expenses 
in general elections. The Democrats had thus time and again 
put themsel,es on record at this session of Congress-as they 
had done heretofore-as opposed to the violation of the rights 
of the States by allowing the Federal authorities to invade the 
sacred precincts of the States and take from the State courts 
the right to interpret the laws of the States. 

RECO~STRUCTION. 

Not many years ago the people of the Southern States had an 
experience with Federal interference with the local affai-rs, and 
the horrors of reconstruction still strike consternation in the 
hearts of those who experienced that fearful ordeal. There is 
no- disposition on the part of any loyal citizen of this great 
Union to again fight O\er the battles which divided the two 
sections of this Union; but the fearful experiences of those 
troublesome times which tried men's souls· will serve as an illus
tration of the danger of again allowing any infringement upon 
the rights reserved to the States. Only a few illustrations 
culled from the official records will suffice. 

LOUIS IANA.. 

Henry Clay Warmoth was the first Republican go\emor of 
Louisiana during the reconstruction times, when the laws of the 
States were either suspended or made subservient to the Fed
eral authorities. He was an adventurer, having no interest in 
the welfare of the State. He had been a Democrat in Illinois; 
had gone from there to Missouri, where he enlisted in the Fed
eral Army. He escaped charges preferred against him in the 
Army, also, after the war, in Texas, from which State he went 
to Louisiana. He there entered politics as a Republican. He 
first ran for Delegate to Congress from Louisiana, the negro 
voters being required to deposit 50 cents each with their bal
lots to defray his expenses. He was subsequently declared elected 
governor of Louisiana. His salary was $8,000 per annum. The 
first year he was governor he made over $100,000, and when his 
term expired and he retired to private life his wealth was 
estimated at $1,000,000. The tax collector in New Orleans, ap
pointed by him, received $60,000 per annum. The above facts 
are taken from House Report No. 92, Forty-second Congress, 
second session, page 24 (investigating committee). 

Illiterate negroes filled the various offices in the State, sat on 
juries, made laws to plunder the people, taxation being synony
mous with confiscation. 

CARPETBAG RULE IN LOUISIANA.. 

William Pitt Kellogg was the second Republican governor of 
Louisiana. 

The conviction has been general among the whites since 1872 that the 
Kellogg government was a usurpation. This conviction among them has 
been strengthened by the acts of the KelloO'g legislation, abolishing ex
isting courts and judges and substituting others, presided over by judges 
appointed by Kellogg, having extraordinary and exclusive jurisdiction 
over political questions by changes in the law centralizing in the gov
ernor every form of political control, including the suspension of elec
tions by continuing the returning board with absolute power over the 
returns of elections ; by the extraordinary provisions enacted for the 
trial of titles and claims to office; by the conversion of the police force~ 
maintained at the expense of the city o:f New Orleans, into an armea 
brigade of the State Militia, subject to the command o:f the gov
ernor. • • • 

With this conviction is a general want of confidence in the integrity 
of the existing State and local . officials • • • which is accom
panied by the paralization of business and destruction of values. The 
securities of the State have fallen in two years from 70 or 80 to 25 ; 
of the city of New Orleans from 80 or 90 to 30 or 40; while the fall In 
bank shares, railroad shares city and other corporate companies have 
in a degree corresponded. Throughout the rural districts of the State 
the negroes reared in habits of reliance upon their masters for support, 
and in a community in which the members are always ready to divide 
the necessaries of life with each other, not regarding such action as 
very evil, and having immunity from punishment from the nature of the 
local officials, have come to filching and stealing fruit, vegetables, and 
poultry so generally • • • that the raising of these articles had to 
be entirely abandoned, to the great distress of the white people. 

The taxation has been carried almost to the point of confiscation. In 
New Orleans the assessors are paid a commlssion on the amount ap
praised. and the houses and stores can be had there for the taxes. In 
Natchitoches Parish the taxation reached about 8 per cent of the as
sessed value of the property. In many parishes all the white Republi
cans and all the officeholders belong to the same family. 

The Kellogg government claims to have reduced taxation. This has 
been effected in part by establishing a board to fund the debt of the 
State at 60 per cent of its face value. This measure aroused great hos
tility, not so much on account of the reduction of its acknowledged debt 
as because it gave the funding board • • • discretionary authority 
to admit to be funded some $6,000,000 of debt alleged to be fraudulent. 
So that under the guise of reducing the acknowledged debt it gave 
~pportunity to swell the fraudulent debt against the State. (H. Rept. 
No. 101, 43d Cong., 2d sess., p. 6.) . 

XLYII--257 

SOUTH CAROLINA-HIGH PRICE FOR A GOVERNOR • 

COLUMBIA, s. c., October 16, 1871. 
Personally appeared F. J. Moses, who, on oath deposes nnd says: 

When, as governor, I approved the large printing bill for the Republi
can Printing Co., during the session of 1872-73, I received from Mr. 
Woodruff tne sum of $15,000, I think. The money was paid in a check 
drawn by Le Grand Benedict In favor of Hardy Solomon, and the sum 
of money was turned over to Messrs. Seibels & Ezell as the first pay
ment on the purchase of the Preston mansion. 

Report on Public Frauds In South Carolina, page 317 : 
Moses was speaker of the house from 1868 to 1872 and governor from 

1872 to 1874. Besides this bribe, he testified that he received, when 
speaker, $25,000 at one time and $15,000 at another, besides smaller 
sums and "divisions.'' He was a scalawag. (1873.) 

1 ••• t •• ~t .. . . -

SOUTH CAROLINA SUPREME COURT, 
Thursday, July ~. 1814. 

Saw Wright. Ile wanted me to raise him $2,500, and said he would 
give me the decision by 6 o'clock, if I would get that amount for him. 
He suggested that I try ex-Gov. Scott, but he was no go. Scott said 
he did not want the mandamus unless it could be used for legislative 
expenses, as well as for Frazee, Rose, and the printing company, and 
went back and told Judge Wright so. Wright asked me to telegraph 
for Jones, and I did so; but failed to bring him. Very much troubled 
about mandamus. (Report on Public Frauds in South Carolina, p. 296.) _ 

Extracts from diary of Woodruff, clerk of the State senate: 
Judge Wright was a Massachusetts negro. Except in Arkansas, 

Louisiana, and South Carolina, the supreme courts were fairly decent 
bodies. (1874.) 

A NEGRO LEGISLATURE. 

In place of the old aristocratic society stands the rude form of the 
most ignorant democracy that mankind ever saw invested with the 
functions of government. It is the dregs of the population, habilltated 
in the robes of their Intelligent predecessors, and asserting over them 
the rule of ignorance and corruption. • • • It is barbarism over
whelming civilization by phJT.Sical force. • • • We will enter the 
house of representatives. Here sit 124 members. Of these 23 are 
white men, representing the remains o:f the old civilization. These are 
good substantial citizens. • • • There they sit, grim and silent. 
'Ibey :feel themselves to be but loose stones thrown in to partially ob
struct the current they are powerless to resist. This dense negro crowd 
• • • do the debating, the squabbling, the lawmaking, and create 
all the clamor and disorder of the body. These 23 white men are but 
observers, the enforced· auditors of the dull and clumsy imitation' of a 
deliberative body, whose appearance in their present capacity is at once 
a wonder and a shame to modern civilization. 

The speaker is black, the clerk is black, the doorkeepers are black, 
the little pages are black, the chairman of the ways and means is 
black, and the chaplain coal black. At some of the desks sit colored 
men whose types would be hard to find outside of Congo, whose cos
tumes, visages, attitudes and expressions only befit the forecastle of a 
buceaneer. (A " liberal •1 Republican's description of the South Carolina 
Legislature of 1871. From Pike, Prostrate State, p. 12 et seq.) 

KEEPING MONEY IN THE STATE. 

Afterwards I saw (Senator) Leslie in one of these rooms and he 
handed me a smaller package, about the shape o:f a brick, which I 
took and carried home, and Qn examination found that it contained 
about $5,000 in money. I will not be positive, but I think the sum of 
$30 000 was to be distributed among members o:f the senate committee 
on finance, and there was some feeling afterwards about some rumors 
that Owens and Whittemore had got more than other senators • • •. 
I have one of the Blue Ridge scrip now for $5,000 which was given me 
in connection with these matters, in addition to the $5,000 testified 
above. I was supporting these bills because I thought, after hearing 
arguments of these men, that it was right, and merely took the money 
because I thought I might as well have it and invest it here as for 
them to carry it off out of the State. (Report of public frauds in South 
Carolina, p. 640. Statement of W. Beverly Nash, a negro leader. 
1872.) 

WHAT ARE YOU WILLING TO PAY 1 
I went to Tim Hurley, negro, and told him the circumstance; that 

this man wanted to get a charter for his mine; that lt would bring 
into the State $160,000 or $170,000 o:f cash Immediately, and would 
help our people a great deal. He looked at me and said, " What is it 
worth? " I said, " It has not been tried yet, but we hope to make it 
profitable." He burst into a laugh, and said, " You are ~reen ; I mean 
what are you willing to pay to get the thing through? ' I said, " I 
am not willing to pay anything. You are legislating for our people ; 
this ls for the benefit of the people, and we demand our rights at your 
hands."· The blll was not passed that week, and I returned to Columbia 
on some business afterwards and met this man, who said, " There is no 
other way than to pay this thing through, and I have made arrange
ments to do it; if you wlll ·go to the legi1dature to-morrow you will 
see the difference between your arrangements and what I have made." 
(Ku Klux report, South Carolina testimony, p. 178. Statement of 
counsel for manufacturers.) 

THE REPUBLICAN RULE IN SOUTH CAROLINA.. 

That certificates for legislative expenses have been made to cover vast 
frauds no man wUI dispute. They are universally regarded as the last 
culminating evidence of a prevailing system of corruption which has 
disgraced our State and offended the nation. (Veto of bonanza bill, 
Mar. 17, 1875.) 

A very large number of the members of the South Carolina Legisla
ture come to the capital for the purpose of selling their votes and mak
ing all they can out of the office. (Interview, May 24, 1875.) 

The last six sessions up to the time I was inaugurated cost the 
State, under the head of legislative expenses, the enormous sum of 
$2,147,430.97. These figures, I may say. are unparalleled in the his
tory of American legislation. It is stealing, pure and simple. (Inter
view, May 24, 1875.) 

The duties of a trial justice here are precisely the same as the duties 
o:f justice of peace In other States, yet previous governors had ap
pointed and commissioned over 200 men to the important duties of 
this office who could not write nor read a word of the English lan
guage. It was a farce and a fraud; for how can men thus ignorant 
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intelligently try cnses, civil or crlmlna.l, brought before them? (Inter-
view, May 24, 1875.) . 

What a travesty it is to see men filling the office of school commis
'Bioner, to pass on the qualifications of school teachers, when they can 
barely write their names. (Speech, Feb. 2, 1876.) 

Extracts from Gov. Chamberlaln'-s statements published in the Charles
ton News and Courier, September 20, 1876. He was then eandidate on 
the Republican ticket for relection. 

House Miscellaneous Document No. 31, part 1, Forty-fourth Congress, 
second session. 

SOME LEGISLATIVE EXPENSES. 

Copies o! receipted bills in the South Carolina treasury show that 
$200 000 was spent for furniture, only $17,000 of which went to fur
nish the statehouse. The investigating committee in 1877 printed 
about 1,200 pages of similar bills, and this was only a fraction of the 
material there. No attempt was made in South Carolina to disguise 
the frauds. (Report of public frauds in South Carolina.) 

Session- of : 
Public printing in South Oaroli1uz. 

1868-69 ______________________________ _ 

1 69-70-----------------------~----------1 70-71_ _______________________ _ 
1 71-72 ______________________________ _ 

1872-73____________ ---
1 73-74_ ___________________________ _ 
18'7 4-75 _______________________________ _ 
1875-76 _________________________________________ _ 

$21,124 
45,000 

152,465 
173,000 
450, 000 
3 5,000 
50,000 
50,000 

Total cost from 1868 to 1876 ____________________ 1, 326, 589 
Total cost from 179() to 1868-------------------- 609, 000 

Showing an excess of cost for printing during the 8 years 
of Republican administration over the previous 78 years __ 

Average cost of printing under the Republican administra-tion pe:i: year ___________________________ _ 
Average cost under old r(igime per year _________ _ 
Cost of printing under Hampton. administration, 1 year __ _ 

717, 589 

165,823 
'7,807 
6,178 

===== 
Amounts appropriated, session 1872-73, Republican admin-

istration -------------------------------
Total for 25 years, old regime, from 1840-1866 _________ _ 

450,000 
278, 251 

-----
Excess of cost of printing for 1 year of Republican ad.minis~ 

tration over tha.t of old regime for 25 yea.rs_ ______ _ 171 74!) 
===== 

Total cost for 15 months under Republican administration __ 
Co t of printing for 78 years, old regime __________ _ 
Cost per month under Republicans ___________________ _ 
Cost pei· month under Hampt-on administration _______ _ 

COU TY OFFICERS IN IDSSlSSIPPI. 

850,000 
609,000 

55,666 
514 

The Ames Repnblieans (in Mis issippi) have unscrupulously used the 
ignorance and greed of the negroes to help them in their politiea.l 
eh~es. Controlling the negro vote and· u:mng it as a solid ma , they 

have put into nch offices as the county supe:rvi ors and treasurer , as 
well as into the legislature, negroes who were often not only unable 
to read and write, but who were notoriously corrupt and corrupting 
demagogu . For instance, the late treasurer of Hinds County, in which 
the State capital lies, was a negro who conld neither read or write, 
and ho was killed a few weeks ago by another negro for a dis,,,araceful 
intrigue. In the last legislature were several negroes who could neither 
read or write. It happened that the members of a grand jury were 
totally i1literate. A city government was to be elected last Au.,"11St in 
Vicksburg, and the Republicans nominated for mayor a white man at 
the time under indictment for 23 offenses, and for aldermen seven 
colored men, most of them of low character, and one white man. who 
could nettber read nor write, the keepel' of a low groggery. * * * 
01' the pre ent supervi ors of Warren County (Vieksbnrg) the presi
dent and two others can not read. It i a notorious fact that G<>v. 
Ames ha appointed to judicial plaees men ignorant of the law, and 
that he has used his appointing power to shield criminals who were 
his adherents and to corrupt the judiciary of the State. (Nordhoff, 
Cotton States, p. 75, 1875.) 

TAXATIO~ IN MISSISSIFPL 

In 1869 the State levy wa.s 10 cents ~>n the $100 on assessed value of 
lands. For the year 1871 .it was four times as great ; for t?e year 1872 
it was eight and one-half times as great; for the. year 1 73 it was. twelve 
and one-half times as ~reat: for ttie year 1874 it was fourteen times as 
~reat as it was in 1 tiD. The tax levy of 1874 wa-s the lrrrgest State tax< ever levied in Mississippi, and to-day the people are poorer than 
ever before. * * • A careful estimate shows that during those 
years of increasing and mo t extravagn.nt tax levies the public debt 
was increased on an average unnualiy otrer 664,000, a sum itself suffi
ci~nt to defray the entire expenses of the government economically ad
ministered. (A protest from the l\fissi sippi taxpayers' convention to 
the legislatm·e, Dec. 2, 1874. Mississippi Elections, 1875, p. 457.) 

tatement of Reuben Davis, formerly a Member of the United States 

CoR¥;~· took 16.000 of my cotton and lef-t me a beggar; I call that 
an act of oppression. You denied me the right to vote; I call that an 
act of oppre sion. Yon denied me right to bold office; I call that an 
uct of oppression. You refused to permit our State to be represented 
in Congress; I call that an ct of oppression. You sent men here to 
organize these colored people for political purposes and for your po
litical good, and the men who came were the men your people in the 
North would sca.rcely recognize a gentlemen at home, and they robbed 
us· I call that oppres Jon. I call it oppre sion not to throw a little 
flower upon the grave of a southern soldier, hich we have never failed 
to do upon the graves of northern soldiers in the South since the war 

n~an it a manifest tion of bitterness toward us in the general legis
lation which has been imposed upon the South, a.nd whicb was intended 
for the South alone, although * * * it was gener~l on its face. 
But I have seen a many as four or five hundred men of my country 
taken before your Federal court, and when they ~ot ther the district 
attorney says: "Pay me the cost and I will di mi s the suit." We 
have been robbed of our sub tance that way; I call that oppression. 
(Mississippi Elections, 1875, p. 1077.) 

ARKANSAS. 

Arkansas has less than 650,000 people. It has about 12l!,.OOO voters. 
These owed in 1868, when reconrtruction began in this tstate, about 
$3.500,000, and had $319,000 in ca h in their treasury. The debt was 
State debt. The counties owed little or nothing. To-day, after seven 
years, the State owes at least $15,700,000, and most of the eonnties 
have debts of their own sufficient to make them bankrupt. And for this 
huge indebtedness, which amounts for State, counties, towns, and school" ' 
districts, to probably 20,000,000, the people have nothing to show, ex
cept some miles of railroad. • • • The State debt alone amounts 
to more than 115 for every voter. State, county, township; and school 
debts, including scrip of all kinds, would probably bring the voters in 
debt $175 per head. • • • 

In Little Rock the collector of taxes openly engaged in brokerage, 
took out a Federal license as a bToker, and then drove a thriving trade 
with the citizens when they came to pay their taxes. You must under
stand that all State and county scrip was receivable at par for taxes. 
If a citizen had to pay $50 taxes, he might buy scrip at 30 cents and 
pay it in at par. 

But the collector bought scrip beforehand, when the market was 
low, and made his own bargain with the citizens. It is said that he 
ma.de his office worth $100,000 a year. His way was to demand :i. 
moiety of the tax, but in greenbacks. For this he gave a receipt in 
~· Then he kept the greenbacks and turned into the treasury tM 
scnp he had bought up so cheaply. This atrocious form of swindling 
became so univer al that I have been told that only one tax col
lector in the whole State has uniformly turned into the treasury the 
same money which he received, and this when the allowances of the 
assessors and collectors were so great that in some years it cost 20 
per cent to collect the State revenue. (Nordho.ff, The Cotton States, 
1875, pp. 29-31, 1868-1875.) 

KORTH CAROLINA. 

The taxation for State purposes has increased fivefold under the 
new constitution. Our taxation for State purposes before the war 
used to be 10 cents on each 100 valuation of property (one-tenth 
of 1 per cent) . We pay this year for State purposes 52 cents on each 

100 of value-that is, the present levy for regular State purposes, 
in addition to the public debt, county expenses, etc. (Ku Klux Rept., 
North Carolina testimony, p. 313, 1871.) 

ALABAMA. 

In 1858 the total State tax of Madison County, Ala., from all 
sources was $23,417.6"3. In 1870 the total State tax ot Madison County 
was not less than $65,000, made up as follows: 
Tax on real estate __________________________________ $51, 445. 30 
Tax on personal propertY---------------·------------- 8, 471. 75 
Tax on licenses, polls, insurance, etc., estimated at_______ 5, 082. 95 

The estimate of taxes for polls, insurance, etc., is a low one, and the 

irobability is that the aggregate will, in fact, fall bat little below 
70,000. Tlre total State tax on land in Madison County in 1858 was 
7,213.10; in 1870 it was 51,445.30_, a difference of 44,232.20. In 

other words, the total tax paid on lana in our county in 1870 was more 
than seven times what it was in 1858. .And before the war we bad 
over 13,000 slaves in the county, worth not les than 8,000,000--a sum 
fully equal to the value of all the taxable property in the county. My 
taxes last year, 1870, were three times as great as the year previous. 
(Ku Klux Rept., Alabama testimony, p. 461. Statement of P. M. Dox, 
northern man, Independent, 1871.) 

BACON AND HAMS IN POL1TICS IN ALABAMA, 18'14. 

These reports are by no means as complete as they should be, but by 
reference to them it will be seen that in the first congressional district 
M. G. Candee issued in Wilcox and Monroe Counties 24,902 pounds ; 
G. V. Boynton, in Dallas ounty, 19,021 pounds; total, 43.923 pounds. 
In the second congressional district were distributed 41,94!) pounds in 
the Yarious counties; however, 7,239 pounds of this was reclaimed by 
the Government. In the thh·d congressional district 20,000 pounds 
were distributed, but the Government afterward recovered 12,182 
poundg of this. Fifty-two thousand one hundred and tbirty-fi ve pounds 
were distributed in the fourth congressional district and 31,278 in the 
fifth district. (H. Rept 262, 43d Cong., 2d ses ., p. 1299. Report of 
Capt W. 'I'. Gentnry, Nineteenth Infantry, United States Army.) 

As to the use made of the GoYernment baconJ Perrin (deputy 
United States marshal) testified: 

I issued the bacon for Monroe County. Previous to doing so a re
port was circulated among the negroes that in order for them to ob
tain bacon they would have to vote the straight Republican ticket ; and 
if they received bacon, and afterwards refu ed or neglected to vote the 
said Republican ticket, they would forfeit their rights in law. As I 
was a candidate for the legislature upon the said ticket, I did not con
sider it necessary to con·ect this report. * • • It was extensively 
stated that a barbecue would be held at Monroeville on election day, 
and that all negroes who would attend and vote the Republican ticket 
would receive bacon eno~h to last them a year. Thi induced many 
of them to come from adjoining counties and vote on said day. * o o 
At least 500 illegal votes were ca.st there for the Republican ticket. 

nder pretense of relieving destitution caused by floods in Alabama, 
the radical Members of Congress from that State secm·ed an appro
priation from Congress. The approp1·iation was made in the spring; 
but the bacon was held ur.til the fall election, and distributed in dis
tricts never flooded. (1874., Nordhotr., Cotton States, p. 8 . ) 

.FLORIDA-ill<D OF CARPETBAG RULE I~ FLORIDA. 

The visiting statesmen returned to the North and the Florida lawyers 
began to set up for themselves. They filed in the Supreme Court a 
petition for a writ of mandamus, • • • a king that a boa.rd of 
State canvassers be compelled to rea emble and canva s the returns 
as s~nt up tJy the county board of canva er . Th board, in their 
first answer, raised the question o'f the jurisdiction 01' the court. 
* • .:. A peremptory writ was issued, commanding the board to 
count the votes from the face of the returns. Ot cour e, there was no 
answer to any S1J-Ch writ. but the con pirators undertook to trifle with 
the court, and filed the protest instead of executing it mandate. 

The court then intimated clearly to the conspirators hat they might 
expect 1f its mandate was not immediately obeyed. The conspirators, 
viewing the imn bars of the prison bou e in fe r nnd trembling, with 
weeping eye , returned and made the canvass. The cond canvas· 
gave Drew 195 majority over Stearns, and the Hayes elector 214 over 
Tilden. The board in this canva s threw out the return from CI:iy 
County so us to save the Hays electors. * 0 * Gov. Ste.ams. look
ing back over tbe hard labor of his plundering career, and seeing that 
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the packing of juries, the prostitution of public schools, the disfranchis
ing of whole counties, qi.ob conventions, planned irregularities in elec
tions, the public money to get possesion of railroads, the wholesale 
stuffing ot ballot boxes had availed nothing, still was loath to give upot:he 
government when he was actually in sight of the promised land. He 
called a consultation of the ring chiefs at the City Hotel and required to 
know of them whether they would support him should he maintain that 
he was governor, the decision of the Supreme Court to the contrary 
notwithstanding. With one voice, they all answered " Yea." Some of 
the carpetbaggers doubted the propriety of defying a Republican 
Supreme Court, but the "Little Giant" {L. G. Dennis) declared that 
if Stearns did not hold onto the government he would kill him. The 
day before Drew was to be inaugurated Stearns saw many strange 
faces in Tallahassee among the whites, and he began to grow pale and 
talk weak. The "Little Giant," now seeing that Stearns was about to 
yield up the ghost, went out and filled himself with the red beverage 
of hell and came to the hotel to murder him, and would have attempted 
to do so if he had not been locked in a room and detained until he fell 
asleep. 

In the meantime the whites had made great preparation for the 
Inauguration of Drew. Elarly next morning Drew and Stearns were 
seen coming out of a house together, as though they had been holding a 
long consultation. The whites were on hand from Georgia and from 
all parts of the State in large numbers, and the confiding freedmen 
came also to see the inauguration Qf Stearns. Drew seems to have made 
it all right with Stearns, or Stearns with Drew, and Stearns pro
cured a team and drove into the country, while Drew was inaugurated. 
The whites had stationed in an old cotton storehouse close by the 
capitol between 300 and 500 men armed with repeating rifles, with 
the intention of slaughtering the men who might attempt to immgurate 
the defeated candidate. Everything, however, passed off quietly, and 
the new governor was inaugurated amidst the shouts of thousands of 
glad-hearted people, both black and white, who boasted that their votes 
had done the work. Thus ended the eight years of carpetbag famine 
and pestilence. (Wallace, Carpetbag Rule in Florida, p. 342.) 

Wallace supported Stearns and Hayes. Drew was Democratic can
didate for governor, 1876. • • • 

'l'HE SOUTH WITH HER CIVIL RIGHTS RESTORED. 

Mr. Speaker, if the time were propitious, I would like to turn 
from this horrible nightmare of only a few years ago, when our 
fields of the South were a barren waste, our homes made deso
late, our manhood trampled under foot, and all save the sacred 
honor of our womanhood destroyed, to our present achieve
ments; to detail at length the wonderful development in min
ing, manufacturing, and agricultural pursuits; but I will only 
take time to state in a general way that no land under the 
sun has made such rapid strides in material development as 
has the South within the last generation. Natural gas, oil, iron 
ore, coal, sulphur, salt, timber, and other natural resources 
abound in almost limitless quantities. . 

But the South is naturally an agricultural country, and, 
freed from oppressive taxation and tyrannical oppression; we 
are working out our own destiny, and are to-day a happy and 
contented people. Why molest us? Why throw in the "apple 
of discord" as we dance with glee to the harp of joy? I here
with submit for the earnest consideration of every lover of this 
great country of ours the statement of the Manufacturers' 
Record of the 17th instant, entitled "Developing the Nation's 
Greatest Asset": 

What a marvelous story of vast expansion in manufactures and in 
agriculture, of transformation, of increasing wealth, is being unfolded 
as from day to day the census tells in cold statistics of the capital and 
products of the individual States of this country I The 16 Southern 
States covered by the work of the Manufacturers' Record now have 
more capital invested in manufacturing than the whole country had in 
1880. 

In 1880 the total capital invested in manufacturing in the United 
States was $2,790,000,000. These 16 States had $2,885,000,000 in man
ufacturing capital when the present census figures were compiled in 
1909, and to this several hundred millions have since been added. 
This is a marvelous change. It should arrest every man's attention. 
In 1880 the United States was justly boasting of its vast industrial in
terests, of its development in manufacturing and a~riculture, and yet 
these Southern States now have several hundred million more capital 
engaged in manufacturing operations than the entire country then had. 
With such ·an achievement despite hard conditions prevailing until re
cent years in the development of the industrial activities of the South, 
how limitless are the possibilities of this section as indicated by what 
has already been accomplished ! In 1900 the value of the mineral 
products of the South was $131,700,000; in 1909 it was $327,421,000; 
and we have as yet scarcely begun to scratch the surface or even to 
discover the extent of the mineral wealth of the South. Southern 
prosperity, however, is not found in manufacturing and mining alone. 
The same great expansion ls seen on every hand and in every line of 
activity. The addition of over $4,000,000,000 to the value of the farm 
properties of these States attests the progress of agriculture. 

In 1900 the total value of the farms of the 16 Southern States 
included in this comparison was $3,233,000,000. In 1909 it was 
$7,298,000,000. During the same period the value of farm buildings, 
more strongly indicative of increasin~ prosperity than even the va1ue 
of farm lands, rose from $855,000,vOO to $1,672,000,000, strikingly 
illustrating the vast activities in the construction of dwellings and farm 
buildings generally during that 10-year period. What a wonderful 
change must have marked the life of the farmers of these 16 States as 
indicated by this increase of over ~800,0001000 in the value of their 
farmhouses, what an advance in their :financial strength, in their power 
to consume, their power to improve and produce, was made by the gain 
of $4,000,000,000 in the value of their farm property. This advance in 
farm lands and buildings finds its explanation in the increase in the 
value of the 12 leading crops of these States, which advanced from 
$916,000,000 In 1900 to $1,977,000,000 in 1909, a difference in the value 
of one year's output of over $1,000,000,000 as compared with the output 
of 10 years before. 

Year after year from 1900 there was an ever-increasing value of 
southern farm products, the momentum continuing until, as stated, the 
value In 1909 of these 12 leading crops, which, of course, does not by 

any means express the full value of the output of all southern farm 
products, was $1,000,000,000 greater than in 1900. This difference of 
$1,000,000,000 in the value of these 12 crops in 1909 and 1900 was 
greater than the aggregate national banking capital of the United States 
at present, and it is going on from year to year. 

Increasing productivity in agriculture and in manufactures has nat
urally led to an increase in foreign commerce through the southern 
ports. Ten years ago the combined value of the forehm exports and im
ports of the South figured up $536,000,000. For the fast fiscal year the 
figures show a total of $896,000,000, a gain of $360,000,000 compared 
with 1900. The importance of the South as an asset in the Nation's 
commerce is indicated in the following facts : 

1. During the last fiscal year 47 per cent of the total exports of the 
United States originated in the South. 

2. During the same year 36.4 per cent passed through southern ports. 
3. In that year the value of the exports from one southern port was 

twice as great as the total value of the combined exports from all the 
entire Pacific coast of the United States, and was $23,541,732 more than 
the combined values of exports and imports of the Pacific coast. 

4. The value of the foreign exports from that one southern port ex
ceeded by $38,389,552 the combined export trade of San Francisco, Bos
ton, and Philadelphia. 

In bunking and in railroad operations the same wonderful increase is 
seen. These figures illuminate the whole story of the South's upbuild
fng. Intelligently studied, they give some conception of how great must 
have been the activity in the establishment of new factories, the pur
chase of equipment for mine and mill, for the construction of dwellings, 
the building of wharves and warehouses, and for all the other activities 
which go with such a vast expansion of business. They emphasize as 
nothing else can do what this period of expanding activity has meant in 
city building operations and the limitless work connected with the en
gineering problems of city life, the building of streets and roads and 
water works, the establishment of sewerage systems, electric light 
plants, and kindred enterprises. 

Interesting, howeve:_, as these facts are as throwing light upon what 
has been accomplisheu, they are of infinitely more interest as illumi
nating the future. They show that the South, standing erect and tri
umphant, is ready to go forward with a momentum it has never known 
before, with its material upbuilding, backed with the vast force of 
accumulated money and, even more important, accumulated experience 
in manufacturing enterprises, in mining operations, and in agricultural 
pursuits. 

Starting to-day with a manufacturing capital exceeding by $200,000,000 
to $300,000,000 the total manufacturing capital of the United States 
in 1880, and with its agricultural output exceeding by over a half 
billion dollars the total value of the farm crops of the United States 
even as late as 1890, when the value of the latter was $2,460,000,000, 
against $2,1,975,000,000, as the present value of the farm products of 
these 16 i:;outhem States, surely here is a condition which should 
create abounding optimism throughout the whole country about the 
South. It should stimulate the energies and activities of every man 
interested in the continued progress of this section. It indicates what 
will be achieved with this magnificent foundation on which to build. 
From these facts may be gained some idea of the wide ramifications 
of southern upbuilding in the future, how towns and cities will grow, 
how greater buildings for factories, for offices, for warehouses, for 
hotels, for schools, churches, and homes will be erected in ever
increasing numbers, bow railroads must expand, terminal facilities be 
increased, agriculture be advanced, bow good-roads work and street 
making will be pressed, and how everything that makes for the broadest 
activity of a richly endowed and rapidly growing country will move 
forward with redoubled energy by reason of achievements already made. 

As " the development of the South means the enrichment of the 
Nation," facts such as these should be received with as much en
thusiasm by every business man in the North and West and East as by 
the people of the South. This land of opportunity, this land of limit
less possibilities, has achieved much. In the next 10 years it will 
achieve infinitely more. Every manufacturer, every banker, every 
investor, every business man of whatever kind in the whole country, is 
necessarily interested in such a story of the South's progress, for the 
South is the greatest asset of America, and its development will add 
enormously to the wealth and progress and power of the United States. 
In this re-creation of a country will be found limitless opportunities for 
the people of the South, as well e.s for the business people of other 
sections who want to share in the South's prosperity. 

On August 4 there was released to the daily press the follow
ing statement by the Southern Commercial Congress, showing 
the increase of farming lands and buildings in the South within 
the last decade : 

In 10 years, 1900 to 1910, the 16 States of the South have more than 
doubled in the value of farm lands and buildings. This valuation has 
increased from $4,077,291,000 to $8,964,782,0001 a gain of $4,887. 
491,000. The average increase for the entire sect10n is 125 per cent. ' 

The table given below has been prepared by Clarence J. Owens, com
missioner of agriculture of the Southern Commercial Congress, and is 
based on the reports of the Bureau of the Census. 

The summary follows : 
Totai valt1e of farm lands and 'buildings. 

States. I 1900 1910 Increase. Per cent. 

Alabama .•.......•.••.•.. S134, 619, 000 $287,673,000 $153, 054, 000 114 
Arkansas .......... --- ... - 135, 182, 000 308, 129, 000 172,947,000 128 
Florida •...•..•.... _ ..•.. - 40,800,000 117' 623, ()()() 76,823,000 188 
Georgia ....••••.•..•. __ .. 183, 370, 000 477,603,000 294, 233, ()()() 160 
Ken~~cky ................ 382, 004, 000 633, 782,000 2.51, 778,000 66 
LouJS1ana. _ ••••...•.••••• 141, 130, 000 238,682,000 97,552,000 69 
Maryland ....•........... 175,178,000 240, 774,000 65,596,000 37 

~~~f.~i ... ::::: :: : : : : : : : 152, 007, 000 330, 295, 000 178, 288, 000 117 
843, 979, ()()(} 1, 710, 505, ()()() 866, 526, 000 103 

North Carolina •••.•...... 194,656,000 455, 715, 000 261,059,000 134 
Oklahoma .........••..•.. 170,805,000 736,473,000 565, 668, 000 331 
South Carolina .•..•...... 12G, 762,000 331,833,000 205,071,000 162 
Tennessee ................ 265, 151,000 479, 600, 000 214, 455,000 81 
Texas ...... ---·----····-- 691, 774,000 1, 822, 713, ()()() 1, 130, 939, 000 163 
Virginia ................ -- 271,57 ,ooo 530, 918, ()()() 259, 340, ()()() 96 
'\'est Virginia .•.......... 168, 296, 000 262, 458, 000 94,162,000 56 
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With tfie a-pplication of the principles of scientific u.gricnlture, the 
marvelous increase in wealth indicated above, is but the beginning o1 
a period of development that will make the South preeminent as an 
agricnltural section. The South holds undisputed leadership in the 
greatest average annual rainfall and in the number of growing hours. 

On August 7 the congress published the following statement, 
showing the increase in the value pell' acre of the fa.rm lands 
in the South dming the same period: 

Farm land in the 16 States eompciBed in the territory of the South
ern Commercial Congress has doubled in tfie average value per acre 
the past 10 years. 'l'he increase is from $9.60 in. 1900 to $19.71 in 
1910. 

The average value per aci·e of farm Zand. 

States. 1900 191(} Percent. 

measure means the entrance of the country upon a new and 
untried policy of Federal supervision of elections. Be it SO\ 
Mr. Speaker. The people of the country, from an sections and 
from all parties, will welcome the innovati-On with open minds 
and hearts. For if there is within the reach of the Congress 
of the United States a.n Augean stable whose stench and putre
factions rend the high air of the heavens, it is what is known 
as the- " money power" in national elections. 

If this Congress-Democratic in one branch and Republican 
in the other-shall be the Hercules to let in the river of light 
and reason n.nd cleanse the Nation from this mighty "pest," its 
services to th~ country can never be overestimated. 

This bill comes to us simple in form and direct. It says to 

.Ala.ham.a •• ·-·.-· •••••• --·-· ••••••••• ·-· •. 
Arkansas ...•..•........•.••..••.......... 

$4.84 
6.32 
7.00 
5.25 

$10.45 
14.11 
17.83 
13. 74 
21.80 
17.97 
32.28 
13. 61 
41. 76 
15.29 
22.54 
19.89 
18.53 
14. 77 
20.22 
20.64 

$5.61 
7. 79 

us, " Take this step forward, or remain where we are and 
116 

suffer these wrongs to continue." 
123 I haye watched this bill somewhat closely from the beginning 
153 of the session, when it came here from the committee, with the 
1~ sole intention of changing the time of filing publicity reports. 

Florida .................................. . 
Georgia ...••••...•............•.......... 
Kentucl...-y ............................... . 
Louisiana ..•••.....•......•.............. 

tssEf~i_:_:_~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
North Carolina .......................... . 
Oklahoma . .. .. . --·······-········· -·-··· 
South Carolina ......•.....•.............. 
Tennessee .................•.........•.... 
Texas .. ·········-············-·········· 
Virginia .................•••••••..•.•.•... 
West Virginia ••••..•••••.. ··-·-----·--· ••• 

13.25 
9. 74 

23. 28 
6.30 

20.46 
6.24 
6.50 
7.14 
9.93 
4.'iO 

10.08 
12.00 

10. 77 
8.49 
8.55 
8.23 
9.00 
7.31 

21.30 
9.05 

16.04 
12. 75 
8.00 

10.07 
10.14 
8.04, 

84 I learned from current mm.ors that there was an understanding 
39 that it was best for the present Congress not to attempt going 
i~ beyond the control of contributions and expenditures of election 
145 committees involving two or more States. This, in effect, meant 
247 its application to national committees only. I offered an amend-
1~ ment covering practically the same grounds as the Senate 
214 amendments now under consideration, mainly for the pmpose 
101 of stating my views upon the publicity of campaign contribu-
64 tions. From my general reading I have come to hold the view 

that the expression of views in legislative bodi-es is not of mncp 
consequence unless an opportunity of voting upon them is 
afforded to the assembly. 

The bureau of agtlculture of the· Southern. Commercial Congress has 
received authentic information that a fina.ncier trom a distant State re
cently purcha ed !?2,000 acres in North Carolina.. at $3.40 an acre, and 
in a few weeks sold about ~.ooo acres at an average of $40, leaving 
20,000 acres profit. 

The average value per acr e in North Carolina is $15.29- The illus
tration gives conclusive evidence that there are some landholders in 
the South who know not the value of their property. 

However, the people of the South are beginning to. ascertain these 
values, and those living outside of the South are coming to a fuller 
understanding of the wealth, held by the section, in the variety and 
char:icter of sons. 

Since the reconstruction period, from 1880 to 1910, the popula
tion of the Southern States has increased from 18,260~716 to 
32,415,297. During the same period the enrollment of the chil
dren in the schools has trebled. The expenditures for schools 
has increased from $7 ,133.000 in 1880 to $62,945,35~ in 1908. 
The increase in bank deposits bear the same ratio; the same is 
true o-f her mining and manufacturing industries; her clinrches 
n.nd eve:ryth.ing else which tends to show the peace, prosperity, 
and happiness of a contented people. In the name. of all that is 
sacred and holy to the lovers of freedom I most solemnly and 
vigorously protest against the enactment of any legislation 
which will tend to break down the bulwark of liberty guaranteed 
to the people of the States by the founders of this great and 
glorious Union of ours. 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the REaoBD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani
mous consent to extend hls remarks m the RECOfil>. 

~Ir. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, 1 will ask unanimous consent 
that all gentlemen who hm-e spoken or who may speak may 
extend their remarks in the RECORD on this bilL 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, why not permit 
n.ny gentleman who desires to express his views upon this bill 
to extend his remarks in the RECORD for five legisla.tiTe days '2 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the gen
tleman from Louisiana will be granted. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 

tmanhnons consent that all gentlemen who speak have the right 
to extend their remarks, and the gentleman from Missouri [Ur. 
RucKEB] amends that by asking that all gentlemen have five days 
in which to extend their remarks in the RECORD upon this bill. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection if tile 
remarks are confined to the bill. 

Mr. RUCKER ot Missouri On this bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is. there objection? 
Mr. !\!ANN. Under the circumstances, the question still being 

unsettled as to whether a man can write applause into a cold
storage speech, r shall object 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has 11 minutes remainfug and 
the gentleman .from llissonri 12 minutes remaining. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I yield seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON. 1\11·. Speaker, I am unable to conceive of any 
reason why any Member of this House of either party shouJtl 
hesitate to give unqualified support to this measure. 

It is asserted here in sort of ghostly aspirated tones, until 
my friends from Georgia were heard this afternoon, that the 

I sought to gain no partisan or- :fuctional advantage. I heard 
Member after Member state that he favored the publicity which 
reached into the heart of all primary and general elections. It 
seemed to me then, and it seems to me now, that it were use
less to provide for the publicity of campaign funds by com.r 
mittees and leave the individual candidate free to solicit and 
accept contributions from any som:ce and use them to secure 
his election over his more honest opponent If it were neces
sary to prohibit the purchase of the memberships by wholesale, 
it should be necessary to prohibit the purchase at retail. 

The only effect of a law which permits the purchase of Mem
bers by retail and permits the purchase at wholesale would be 
to raise the price and not to prevent the traffic. 

Mr. Speaker, it bas been. said that this law is an approach 
to u force bill, and that it is aimed at the primaries of the 
South I deny this, Mr. Speaker, and in defense of the South 
I deny that the Southern States are more in need of campaign 
publicity acts than we of the North and West. 

In my brief service in Congress I have had occasion several 
times to address this House in favor of Federal election laws; 
but I am not an extreme federalist; and I also deny that I am 
a vicious Republican, as voiced by those gentlemen from the 
South. The only trouble with my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
BARTLETT] is that the first Republicans he ever saw were 
vicious Republi~ansy and the youthful vision still lingers in his 
heart I will go as far as any Member of this House in pro
tecting our dual form of constitutional Government,. and, there
fore, the rights of the States in their appropriate and consti
tutional spheres. 

As :r grow older-I hope riper in judgment-I see more 
clearly the beauty and strength of that system of government, 
a ystem of which Webster said-
constituted a. secret wholly unknown to the nations of the past, and 
the only known solution_ of the problem of maintaining order and :it 
the same time pres-e:rving liberty_ 

But, Mr. Speaker, the integrity of elections to the National 
Congress is of nation-wide interest. It is the corner stone upon 
which our dual system rests. Upon these matters the will of 
the wh{)le people must ever be wiser and freer from prejudice 
than that of any one community. 

There is room enough in which to be jealous in the pro
tection of the rights of the States in matters of purely local 
concern.. 

It has been my fortune us a State officer, in a humble way, 
to be thrown into the midst ot somewhat notable battles over 
the preservation of these rights. 

I have always believed that when the Federal courts of the 
land, for the purpose of extending their own jurisdiction, con
strued the words " persons within the jurisdiction of a Sta.te," 
in the fourteenth amendment, to include corporations domiciled 
in the State, and thereby goin"' so far even as to sustain suits 
brought by a foreign stockholder a!!a.inst his own corporation, 
and permitting such stockholder resident in a di tant State to 
join as codefenclant with his own corporati n in the Federal 
court , the executive officers state that these court laid violent 
hands on the Constitution and smothered the spirit of the 
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eleventh amendment, which solemnly enacted and guaranteed publicans, and Chairman Jones of the Democracy made no objec
to the people of the States that a sovereign State should not be tion, except that of the shortness of funds of his own commit
held to answer in a court of law, except at the suit of another tee. And now the extravagances of campaigning have so in
sovereign State or the Government itself. creased that we hear of national cn.mpaigns which have cost 

" As an humble member of an humble organization-the asso- a million and a half and even two million of dollars. 
ciated attorneys general of the States of the Union-we went to I am far from asserting that any part of this money has 
the last ditch with former Attorney General Young, of Minne- been unlawfully or immorally expended in the common accepe 
sota, in support of this position. tation of that term. i am speaking now of the bad influence 

I believe that the public sentiment created by this suit and of extravagance in the use of such funds. It must be admitted, 
by this and similar organizations resulted in action by the last however, that two investigations into the honesty of elections 
Congress, which curtailed to some extent the power of the ordered at one session by one branch of Congress, and in still 
courts over State officers in suits involving railroad rates. another State from the ones in which th~ investigations are 

We tried out in our own State the right of the State to to take place the indictment for bribery of a large percentage 
enforce its own local liquor statutes free from interference by of the entire electorate of a county, constitutes a condition of 
the Federal courts in a pretended protection of interstate com- affairs unprecedented in the history of the Nation, and may 
m(51'ce. We had the same contest as to our health and stock- well be heeded as a call to Congress to put forth its utmost 
food laws. power to stamp out this eru from the entire country. 

We went through the entire series of Federal courts to the Less campaign funds will tend to decrease the price of Chau-
Supreme Court of the United States to establish the proposition tauqua lectures. By reducing the number of professional spell
that the Stats had a right to regulate the banks which were the binders on the pay rolls of campaign committees at $500 !lnd 
creations of its own laws. $1,000 per week we will increase competition on the lech1re 

And since this session of Congress began the Circuit Court platform, if not the quality of the lectures. By reducing the 
of the United States has vindicated the right of the State to number of "honest farmers" who must be paid for their time 
regulate fire insurance, even to the extent of fixing rates of by campaign committees we may increase the corn crop; a.nd 
insurance. with less milking of the committees and skimming of the cream 

Upon all of these matters the rights of the States are superior of cumpaign funds we may increase the help badly needed by 
to those of the Federal Government. They should be pro- wives and children to do the milking on the farms and to 
tected of their exercise of these rights and their general police market the cream. 
power free from Federal infiuence. The use of inordinate sums of money in campaigns is un-

And in view of the fact that it is now asserted that a Terri- American and undemocratic. It puts a premium on greed and 
tory is to be denied admission to the Union because of the avarice and magnifies these qualities into political ideals of the 
manner it has provided for choosing judges, I deem it a proper Nation. It encourages machine and boss domination. Money 
time to say that before the expiration of the present Congress from favored interests, pampered political pets, and jack-pot 
I shall see that the Members of this House are given an oppor- politicians constitute the levers, the burrs, the linchpins, and 
tunity to vote upon an amendment to the Constitution of the the steam rollers of every corrupt political machine of the 
United States which will change the term of service of Federal country. The leaders of these machines sometimes reach the 
district judges .from a life term to that of a limited term of ears of judges on the bench with the clamors of the mob, there
years; and another amendment which will empower Congress, by committing outrageous and hideous treason. And it has 
in its discretion, to provide laws for the election of the district been intimated even that some contributors to campaign funds 
judges by the people of the districts in which they serve. [Ap- have disturbed the judicial mind, and thus the scales of jus
plause on the Democratic side.] tice, by rude hints of the rights of property and vested inter-

But, Mr. Speaker, laws concerning the election of Senators ests when the rights of the public were on the other side of the 
and Members of Congress rest upon entirely a different basis. la wsnit. 
A constitutional Congress means a free Congress elected by free It reaches the public press, and therefore poisons the public 
voters. I have not the slightest disposition to have the Federal mind itself. 
Government interfere with local election laws. I have not argued, nor do I intend to intimate, that public 

We are contending to-day with three great dangers to the opinion has ever been overridden by the power of money in 
purity and integrity of the American electorate. They are race politics where ·the issue was clearly drawn and the public 
prejudice-the prejudice which grows out of conflicts between aroused, nor can it ever be. But the people of this country 
organized labor and capital-and most eminent of all, the have the right to a free fight and a fair deal on -et"ery public 
danger of the use of money in elections. question. The courts have given to the corporations and the 

We welcome laws proscribing educational qualifications, se- property interests the rights of persons under the law, but they 
crecy of the ballot, and even property qualifications when have never yet been giyen the right to v-ote or the power of the 
necessary as a remedy for the first two of these evils. ballot. 

All we ask of any section of the country is that these laws be Mr. Speaker, in this and immediately succeeding sessions of 
fair and just in their application. But, Mr. Speaker, the last, Congress most important questions are for settlement. We can 
" the use of money," is the most dangerous of the three, and its not afford to hesitate longer in getting our house in readiness 
solution will aid greatly in obviating the evils of race prejudice for those important trials. 
and the contest between labor in elections. We are here now in the midst of summer grappling with a 

It is evident that we have traveled far in the wrong direc- century-old problem. To paraphrase loosely the familiar words 
tion since the day when the average citizen of the Republic of Lincoln, this country can not continue half free trade and 
awoke with a gasp at the news that in the year of 1884 Jay half protection; we can not continue long half depending on 
Gould had saved the credit and honor of a national campaign platform promises and the other half depending on the inaction 
committee by the generous conh·ibution of $50,000. [Applause.] of statesmen. We must come to a compromise on reasonable 

Mr. OLMSTED. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. tariff rates, a definite means of their ascertainment and enact-
1\Ir. JACKSON. Since then it has become fashionable, and ment into law. 

at times not eyen unpopular, to mix a little "bad politics" We are facing the greatest upheaval of modern political 
with good business. It is a fact often given publicity and thought on the question of combinations in trade and the dis
never denied that Mr. Havemeyer, of the Sugar Trust, and no tribution of property. A lil:tle lack of toleration on the part of 
doubt other trust barons as well, contributed about equally the radicals or of wisdom on the part of the conservatives may 
to the campaign funds of the two parties of the country. And threaten the safety of the Nation itself. 
it is to be noted that through all the vicissitudes of party strife Pressing hard upon us for settlement upon the floors of Con
and fortune and the business depressions of high tariffs and gress is the question of credit and the future monetary system 
low tariffs for a number of years the differential in ·favor of of the country. Perhaps no other question comes so closely to 
refined sugar has not suffered seriously, not even though it be- the material welfare, or lack of welfare, of all the people as 
came necessary in the name of humanity to enter into reciprocal does this one. Credit means the power to wait and to bide 
trade relations with Cuba and the islands of the seas. one's time, to scorn drouth, and famine, and stress, and storm, 

In 1896, when the great issue of sound money was before the and to act when better days arrive. Lack of credit means dis
people for settlement, the standard bearers of the great parties couragement and failure under the withering blight of tempo
were each as honest and as clean men as ever honored .A.meri- rary misfortune. With credit there is ease and comfort and 
can politics with their services; and yet the campaign degen- power on one side of every contract, and on the othoer, with 
erated into a contest between the money barrels of the silver lack of credit, there is misery and compulsion. 
barons of the West and the great money houses of the East. , On all of these questions the people of this country have the 
Money was sent into nearly every State of the Union by the Re· right to a free election of free representatives. The present 
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Congress owes to them the duty of preserving the integrity of 
its elections, and by this means the wisdom and faithfulness 
of its membership. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes 

the same request to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 

unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has 2 minutes remaining and the 
gentleman from .Missouri 12 minutes. 

l\lr. OL..'\ISTED. I will yield the 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama if he desires it. 

Mr. RICHAitDSON. l\Ir. Speaker, I would have been very 
glad, indeed, if I had had the opportunity, with sufficient time, 
to express my views on the subject of this bill To my mind 
it is an important bill, and ought to be thoroughly considered 
and digested. The fact is, this House repudiated this primary 
election feature of this bill when this bill first came before 
the House. I believe, l\Ir. Speaker, fully and frankly that it 
is a bill that is calculated to produce strife and to bring fric
tion under certain circumstances where it is not needed or 
necessary. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLM
STED] intimated very clea,rly when he made that investiga
tion about how many votes were cast in certain districts iu 
Alabama and other Southern States, what the purpose of this 
legislation might finally be. I am opposed to this bill, .Mr. 
Speaker, because there is no authority given by the Constitu
tion for the Congress of the United States to prescribe regula
tions or take control of the primary elections or conventions 
of the State for the nomination of l\Iembers of Congress or Sen
ators. I am opposed to the bill, for there is no necessity or 
demand for the same. Alabama, and I think most all of the 
Southern States, have provided by statute for the publication of 
all expenses incident to a campaign. for a nomination in a 
primary election or convention. I am opposed to this bill be
cause it is vicious and ultimately means disturbance. 

I am opposed to the bill, because every day since I have been 
a Member of this Congress I have been one of the most consis
tent advocates of peace and quiet and of a full restoration of 
all of the friendly patriotic relations between the North and the 
South. This bill means a menace to a continuation of these re
lations. I am no alarmist. I know as well as you do that many 
futile efforts have been made, for partisan purposes, to. break 
up the established order for the regulation of suffrage in the 
Southern States. The real purpose of this bill is not pnblicity, 
for we have never tried to shun publicity, never sought to seek 
to evade anything of tbat kind, but under the necessities of the 
Southern States we have had to resort to certain procedure 
there, and that we never made any secrecy about what we did 
or how we did it. And I fear that legislation of this kind will 
open those old sores and will bring back unkind and unfriendly 
feeling that ought not to exist. At least it opens the way to 
efforts of that kind. . 

The South is getting along well. We haYe good laws there 
relative to publicity, relative to assessment, and to campaign 
expenses-laws that we made to suit our own tastes and ideas. 
It is, Mr. Speaker, an essential part of the police power of a 
State to prescribe rules for its primaries ap.d conventions. 
What is the necessity of interfering with it? I have heard the 
gentleman from l\Iissouri [Mr. RUCKER], in this discussion sev
eral times, throw out what I thought he hardly meant, or ought 
not to have meant, some reflections upon the South as to pub
licity. We are not afraid of publicity. We court it and ask it. 

But I tell you, gentlemen, we are afraid, we are uneasy, and 
while that section of the country is progressing and developing 
so rapidly, we do not want any restoration of the bad feelings 
that came years ago between the sections. We are watchful and 
alert ·on ·that subject. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has twice, for illstance, pa sed upon the constitutionality of the 
constitution of Alabama. Why do you want to disturb the de
cision of our highest court? 

I have said in the -course of this discussion on this floor to
day that there was a greater necessity for submitting a bill of 
th.is character to the arbitrament of a Democratic caucus than 
any bill of this extraordinary session of Congress. There ·we 
could have thrashed it out among Democrats without the biased 
sugge tions of our Republican friends. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Ur. RUCKER], who has manifested an unusual zeal 
in behalf of including primary elections and conventions for 
nominations in this bill, addres ed our last Democratic caucus 
for quite an hour explaining that the Senate had added the 
primary feature to the bill. He did not ask to subniit it to the 
caucus. No man pretends to deny that · decided opposition was 

expressed in that cau91s to the primary feature, which had al
ready been voted down in the House. 

But how does it come before us now? Under the guidance 
and direction of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. IlucKER] 
and his associate on the conference, the bill, by conference re
port, comes before the House containing the offensiYe f~tures 
for the regulation, government, and control of State prlIDary 
elections and conventions for nominations-which the House 
had recently rejected-to be arbitrated by Republicans, and 
thereby guarantee the certain discomfiture of opposing Demo
crats. I wish, Mr. Speaker, in order to show clearly what I 
mean, to quote the following paragraph from the conference 
report: -

Every person who shall be a candidate for nomination at any pri
mary election or nominating convention, or for election at any gen
eral or special election, as Representative In the Congress of the United 
States shall not less than 10 nor more than 15 days before the day 
for holding ~uch ·primary election or nominating convention, and not 
less than 10 nor more than 15 days before the day of the general or 
special election at which candidates for Representative are to be 
elected, file with the Clerk of the House of Representatives at Wash
ington,' D. C., a full, correct, and itemized statement of all mone~s 
and things of value received by him or by anyone for him with his 
knowledge and consent, from any source, in aid or support of his can· 
didacy toaether with the names of all those who have furnished the 
same in whole or in part; and such statement shall contain a true and 
itemized account of all moneys and things of value given, contributed, 
expended used, or promised by such candidate, or by his agent, repre
sentative: or other person for and In his behalf, with his knowledge 
and consent, together with the names of all those to whom any and 
all such gifts, contributions, payments, or promises were made for 
the purpose of procuring his nomination or election. 

Heretofore · we have made our reports of this kind to our 
secretary of state, at Montgomery, Ala., and other States do 
likewise. Under this bill we must send these reports, as di
rected, to the Clerk of the House of Representatives. What 
good and sufficient reason can be given for this innovation? 
" I am afraid of the Greeks bearing presents." How easy would 
it be for a disappointed opponent to trump up some pretext to 
show that the nominating primary was not altogether regular, 
or something else of that kind. Listen to what the conference 
report says about the election of Senators: 

Every person who shall be a candidate for nomination at any primary 
election or nominating convention, or for indorsement at any general or 
special election, or election by the legislature of any State, as Senator 
in the Congress of the United States, shall, not less than 10 nor more 
than 15 days before the day for holding such primary election or nomi
nating convention, and not less than 10 nor more than 15 days before 
the day of the general or special election at which he is seeking in
dorsement, and not less than 5 nor more than 10 days before the day 
upon · which the first vote is to be taken in the two houses of the legis· 
lature before which he is a candidate for election as Senator, file with 
the Secretary of the Senate at Washington, D. C., a full, correct, and 
itemized statement of all moneys and things of value received by him 
or by anyone for him with bis knowledge and consent, from any source, 
in aid or support of his candidacy, together with the names of all those 
who have furnished the same in whole or in part; and such statement 
shall contain a true and itemized account of all moneys and things of 
value given, contributed, expended, used, or promised by such candidate1 or by his agent, representative, or other person for and in his behalt 
with his knowledge and consent, together with the names of all those 
to whom any and all such &ifts, contributions, payments, or promises 
were made for the purpose or procuring his nomination or election. 

What business has the Federal Government with matters of 
this kind? The authority of the Federal Government is clearly 
defined in the Constitution as to the time for election of Mem
bers of Congress and Sena tors. It is merely a direction, but 
can anyone say that the paragraphs above quoted are a direc
tion? It is ai1 explicit demand and command, and if not liter
ally complied with would vitiate and annul the nomination 
made. I wish it distinctly understood that I am not opposing 
this conference report, because I am not opposed to the broadest 
and fullest publicity in matters that will tend to justify our 
elections. It is not on that ground that I oppose this bill, but 
it is because it is an unjust, unauthorized, and vexatious inter
ference by the Federal Government with the internal local 
affairs of a State. 

If the Federal Government can direct and control the 
primary elections of a State, what power or authority does the 
State possess that the same authority can not lay its heavy 
hand on? I believe in the lawful autonomy of the States, and 
I protest against the rapidly increasing centralization of the 
power and authority of the States at Washingon. I believe 
that this bill, enacted into law, will come to vex and barnss us 
in the future. It is for these reasons and many others tbat I 
earnestly oppose this conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

mous consent to extend his remarks in the IlEcono. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] Tbe Chair hears none. 

i\lr. RUCKER of Missouri. l\fr. Speaker, I yield to the gen
tleman from Georgia [l\Ir. HARDWICK]. 

Mr. HARDWICK. .i\lr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I did not intend to participate in this discussion, and I would 
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not do so at this late moment but for the fact that I have 
heard on this floor echoes of statements that I have seen in 
the newspapers to the effect that the southern Members of 
Congress, who are conscientiously opposed to thi~ proposition 
because of their constitutional belief, were seekmg to shun 
publicity as ro the primaries, which were their real elections. 
I want to say to the House and to the country that if there is 
a single Southern State that has not already a better law on 
publicity than this law I would like to hear its name called on 
this floor. So that, although the proposition is that we shall 
take a law in the exercise of paramount and possibly exclusive 
Federal power, that may supersede every provision of every 
State law of every Southern State, when that proposition is put 
before us and some of us can not agree io it, th~ charge is 
hurled at us across this aisle and on the floor, that we are 
doinO' it because we do not want any publicity in our primary 
elections, whereas the truth is and the fact ~s that we have got 
infinitely more already under our State laws than we will have 
under this bill, if it should be adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, just one word more and then I have finished 
with this matter. The Federal Constitution, section 4 of Article 
I, provides that the time, place, and manner of holding elections 
for Members of Congress may be regulated by Congress. I 
asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] t~ 
tell me whether or not the election referred to was not the legal 
election the election provided by the Constitution, and whether 
the wo;d " election" as used in the Constitution could be held 
to include a party primary or must be held . to mean only- the 
legal election. I have heard no reply from hun or anyone else. 
I am clearly of the opinion, after careful deliberation, that the 
" election" which Congress has the power to regulate is the 
e:iection provided for in the Constitution itself. I can not there
fore vote for the adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back my time. I wish I had the time 
in which to yield to the gentleman from Kansas, but I can not 
trespass on the courtesy of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

RUCKER]. · thi d 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in concluding s e-

bate I must say I am surprised at some of the objections I ha':e 
heard both on this side and on that side, to the enactment of this 
bill n{to law. ·one of the most distinguished gentlemen on the 
other side of the aisle the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCALL], is very much in favor of !h~ princ~ple of publicity, but 
must vote against this law because it is possible for somebody to 
construe some feature of it different from what somebody else 
would construe it. Does not the distinguished gentleman realize 
that such reasoning as he indulges in, if accepted, would prevent 
the passage of any bill which is now pe.nding before t~s Co~
oress or which ever has been ·before this Congress durmg his 
iong 'and honorable service here? ¥r. Speak.er, ~his law,. lik~ 
every production of the human mmd, has its imperfections. 
-Gentlemen like the distinguished gentleman from Massachu
setts who believe in the great principle involved in this bill, 
shouid strive to strengthen its weak places and not to destroy 
tt because it is not as perfect as they would have it. They 
should espouse it and embrace the legislation, believing and 
knowing that when imperfections are revealed a Congress 
which will come after us will cure such defects as we may 
leave in the measure. 

Gentlemen on this side insist that the people of a certain 
section have no objection to giving publicity to contributions 
for campaign expenses in primary elections. I concede it I 
h:rre taken no position hostile to that contention. I believe 
they want to give publicity. I believe the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BABTLETT] really dotes on publishing campaign 
expenses in the primaries [laughter], but the trouble is he 
wants to act under a State law and not under a Federal ~aw. 
I am sorry we can not oblige him and those who sympathize 
with him in the views he has just expressed. 

I have learned long since to admire the distinguished gen
tleman from Georgia, not only for his lovable qualities and 
his genial good nature, but for his great learning as a lawyer 
and his simon-pure Democracy. I take no exception to his 
speech of criticism just delivered. Since I can not conform my 
judgment to his, I shall strive to survive his criticism and to 
recover from the body blows inflicted. One would be justified, 
perhaps, in concluding that the gentleman from Georgia and 
myself have come to the parting _of the ways. I am reluctant 
to believe it. We have been friends so long I dread to sever 
the ties that bind us. If severed they must be, if, indeed, we 
have come to the parting of the ways, then in deep a.ffiiction I 
sa:v to him in poetic language : 

• With all my soul, then, let us part,• 
Since both are anxious to be free ; 

And I will send you back your heart 
If you will send mine back to me. 

[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, there is no politics in this legislation. There is 
nothing in it except double-distilled Democracy, which our Re
publican friends, because of its superior quality, are trying to 
appropriate. [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen can talk eloquently about telegrams having been 
received from distinguished Democrats and of great Democratic 
leaders who have spoken in behalf of publicity of campaign 
expenses, but who have not specifically included in their ad
vocacy expenses incurred in primary elections ; but I say to 
them the demand embraces the primary election. The demand 
for publicity can not be met unless we require a disclosure of 
money spent in the election which really elects, and this, in 
very many instances, is the primary election. 

Mr. LITTLETON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from. Missouri yield to 

the gentleman from New York? 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. LITTLETON. Will the gentleman tell the House how 

he would justify the control of the primary convention and elec
tion under the exercise of the power of Congress? 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I will answer that 
question very briefly, in this way: We can not control, and I 
have never attempted and never will attempt to control, a con
vention or primary election by Federal legislation. The trouble 
is some gentleman i.Iisists on placing a construction upon this 
la'w which is wholly unwarranted and unjUstified. This bill 
gives no Federal control over conventions, primary elections, or 
even over general elections. Who can find in the legislation here 
proposed one word which authorizes directly or by implication 
Federal interference with any State election? There is no 
provision in the bill which can be tortured into such authoriza
tion. No citizen can be proceeded against under this bill unless 
he violates its provisions, and if a candidate for a Federai office 
violates a Federal law, why should he not be proceeded against 
in a Federal court? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If a. citizen of Alabama, under this pri
mary law, is punished in a Federal court, would the gentleman 
advocate that? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. This law applies only to men who 
seek to become Members of this J;[ouse or the other House at 
the other end of the Capitol. No man should be a Member of 
this House who will willfully violate a law enacted to safe-
guard and purify elections. · 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He would be tried in a Federal court, 
would he not? 

Mr RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; the same as the man who is 
tried ·under the orovisions of the interstate-commerce act, which 
the gentleman from Alabama took such pains to help ena~t. 
The only difficulty here is that gentlemen draw a finespun dis
tinction between elections and primary elections. So · far as 
my district is concerned, as I have stated before, my nomina
tion is equivalent to my election; and if you excluded the pri
mary election expense in such a district yo~ might as well 
require no publicity, and the gentleman knows it 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman contend that the 
interstate-commerce law--

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not care to talk about that. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. You charged me with it. You will not 

let me answer. I did help to make that law. 
l\!r. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, if I may be per

mitted to continue just one moment, I would like to say to 
this House that I believe your committee has brought in a meas
ure that reflects the will of the people of the United Stutes; 
and let me add, it is the measure which I promised the Demo
crats in caucus and promised the House in session we would 
bring in. We have put nothing in the bill nor have we taken 
anything out of it that everybody did not know would be put in 
or taken out. 

The measure is a wise and good one. It will tend to purify 
the ballot boxes of this country, and will guarantee that men 
who come here shall come with the support and backed by the 
judgment of the people and not as a result of corrupt methods. 
It will protect the people in the South and it will protect the 
people in the North. If enforced, as I hope it will be, it will 
restore the integrity of elections and protect the future man
hood of our country from the blighting and damning conse
quences of the corrupt use of money. 

l\Ir. l\IADISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 

the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
Mr. RUCKER of MissourL Mr. Speaker, I can not yield now. 

I ha1e only one minute more. 
l\fr. 1\1.A.DISON. I only wish to ask one question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
i\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I hope that my 

friends on this side, who have voiced their opposition to some 
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of the prov1s1ons of this bill and indulged in some harmless 
criticisms of my action, will allow me to say that I tak'e their 
criticisms kindly. I have discharged my duty. I submit to 
whatever of infliction they have imposed upon me, and now I 
invite them, not as a new leader, as my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT] said, but as a humble instrument in the hands 
of my party, I appeal to every man here to stand by his con
victions, to stand by the expressed will of the people of the 
country, and help to drive corruption into hiding and make 
election to office honorable in the United States. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. All time has expired. 

l\Ir. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the RECORD upon this conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RUBEY] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Currier 
Dalzell 
Danforth 
Daugherty 
Davenport 
Davidson 
Davis. Minn. 
Davis, W. Va. 
De Forest 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Dodds 
Donohoe 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Draper 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Driscoll, M. ID. 
Dupre 
Dwight 

Hamilton, Mich. McDermott 
Hamlin McGillicuddy 
Hammond McKenzie 
Hanna McKinley 
Hardy McKinney 
Harris McLaughliµ 
Hartman McMorran 
Haugen Macon 
Hawley Madden 
Hay l\fadison 
Hayes l\fa~re, Nebr. 
Heald Maner 
Heflin Mal by 
Helgesen Mann 
Helm Martin, Colo. 
Henry, Conn. Martin, S. Dak. 
Henry, Tex. Matthews 
Higgins Mays 
Hill Mondell 
Hinds Moore, Pa. 
Holland Moore, Tex. 

· Houston Morgan 
Howell Morrison 

Rouse 
Hubey 
Rucker, Colo. 
Rucker, Mo. 
RusselJ 
Saba th 
Saunders 
Scully 
Sells 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 
Simmons 
Sims 
Sloan 
Small 
Smith, J.M. C. 
Smith, Sam!. W. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Sparkman 
Speer 
Stack 

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I make 
same request. 

Dyer 
• Esch 

the Evans 
Howland Mor e, Wis. 
Hubbard Moss, Ind. 

Stedman 
Stephens, Cal 
Stevens, l\finn, 
Stone The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [l\Ir. 

STEPHENS] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in 
the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\fr. SISSON. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex

tend my remarks in the RECORD on this subject. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missi sippi [Mr. Srs

soN] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the ' 
RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to extend my remarks 

in the RE.coRD. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. COL

LIER] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that ench gentleman who has addressed the House may 
ha·rn permission to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. BARLETT. For how long? 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. For five days, on this bill. 
l\fr. l\IANN. If gentl~men want to extend their remarks, 

now is a very good time to ask permission. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I make that request in behalf of 

those who ha-ve addressed the House. 
l\Ir. MANN. If there are any who desire that permission, 

let them make the request. 
Mr. RUCKER of l\Ii souri. It will take that much more time. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. IANN. I object. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [l\fr. RUCKER] 

asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks in 
the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. HARDY. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex

tend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARDY] 

asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. BARTLETT. · M:r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, 

if I want to, to revise and extend my remarks. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani

mous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there 
objection? . 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the con

ference report. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. On that .I demand the yeas and 

nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 282, nays 27, 

answered "present " 5, not voting 71, as follows: 

Adair 
Akin, N. Y. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Ames 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Barnhart 
Butes 

YE.A.S-282. 
Bathrick 
Beall. Tex. 
Bingham 
Borland 
Bowman 
Brown 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burke, Pa. 
Ilnrke, S. Duk. 
Burke, Wis. 

Burleson 
Burnett 
Butle1· 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Calder 
Callaway 
Campbell 
Cannon 
Carter 
Catlin 

Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Connell 
Conry 
Cooper 
Copley 
Cox, Ohio 
Crago 
C1·umpacker 
Cullop 

Faison 
li'arr 
Ferris 
Fields 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Eiood, Va. 
.vloyd, Ark. 
Focht 
:H'oss 
Fo ter, Ill. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
Francis 
French 
Fuller 
Gallagher 
Garner 
Garrett 
George 
Gillett 
Glass 
Godwin, N. C. 
Go.eke 
Good 
Gould 
Graham 
Gray 
Green, Iowa 
Greene. Mass. 
Greg-g, Pa. 
Griest 
Gudger 
Guernsey 
Hamill 

Hughes, Ga. Mott 
Hull Murray 
Humphrey, Wash. Nelson 
Jackson Norris 
Jacoway Nye 
James Oldfield 
Johnson, S. C. Olmsted 
Jones O'Shaunessy 
Kahn Padgett 
Kendall Page 
Kennedy Palmer 
Kent Patton, Pa. 
Kindred Payne 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Pepper 
Know land Peters 
Konig Pickett 
Konop Plumley 
Kopp Porter 
Korbly Post 
Lafean Pou 
Lafferty Pray 
Lamb Prince 
Langham Pujo 
Langley Rainey 
Lawrence Raker 
Lee, Pa. Randell, Tex. 
Lenroot Ransdell, La. 
Lewis Rauch 
Lindbergh Recs 
Linthicum Reilly 
Lloyd Reyburn 
Lobeck Roberts, Mass. 
Loud Roberts, Nev. 
McCoy Rodenberg 
McCreary Rothermel 

NAYS-27. 

Sweet 
Switzer 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thayer 
Thistlewood 
Thomas 
Towner 
Townsend 
Turnbull 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Utter 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Warburton 
Wedemeyer 
Weeks 
Whitacre 
White 
Wickliffe 
Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood, N. J . 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 

Adamson 
Bartlett 
Bell. Ga. 
Blackmon 
Booher· 
nrantley 
Cadln 

Clark. Fla. Hardwick Richardson 
Collier Harrison, l\liss. Roddenbery 
Dent Howard Sisson 
Dick on, Miss. Ilumphreys, Miss. Stephens, Miss. 
Edwards Lee, Ga.. Tribble 
Ellerbe Littleton Witherspoon 
Gardner, N. J. McCall 

Lever 
Littlepage 

ANSWERED " PRESENT "-5. 
Needham Watkins 

NOT VOTING-71. 
Aiken, S. C. Curley Kitchin 
.Anderson, Minn. Denver La Follette 
.Anderson, Ohio :mstopinal Latta 
Andrus Fairchild Legare 
Ansberry Fordney Levy 
Ayres Fornes Lindsay 
Bartholdt Gardner, Mass. Longworth 
Berger Goldfo~le- McGuire, Okla. 
Boehne · Goodwin, Ark. McHenry 
Bradley Gregg, Tex. Miller 
BrouRsard Hamilton, W. Va. Moon, Pa. 
Burg-ess Harrison, N. Y. Moon, Tenn. 
Candler Hensley Murdock 
Can trill Hobson Parran 
Cal"y Hughes, N. J. Patten, N. Y. 
Covington Hughes, W. Va. Powers 
Cox. Ind. Johnson, Ky. Prouty 
Cravens Kinkead, N. J. Red.field 

So the conference report was agreed to. 

Wilder 

Riordan 
Robinson 
Sherley 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Tex. 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Rterling 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Talbott, Md. 
Tilson 
Webb 
Wilson , N. Y. 
Young, 'l'ex. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice : 
Mr. SULZER with l\1r. LONGWORTH. 
For to-day: 
l\fr. STANLEY with Mr. WATKINS. 
The result of the vote was then announced as abo-ve recorded. 

MESSA.GE FROM THE SENATE. 

A me age from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representati-ves to the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill ( H. R. 4413) to place on the free li t agricultnral im
plements, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boot and shoes, 
fence wire, meats, cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing 
machines, salt, and other articles, Nos. 5 and 7. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. CRAVENS, from tbe Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 4413. An act to place on the free list agricultural imple
ments, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence 
wire, meats, cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing ma
chines, salt, and other articles. 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOB HIS APPROVAL. 

l\fr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 4413. An act to place on the free list agricultural imple
ments, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, 
fence wire, meats, cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing 
machines, salt, and other articles. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF TIIE UNITED STATES. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives, by 
l\fr. Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

August 16, 1911 : 
H. n. 6008. An act to authorize the Campbell Lumber Co. to 

construct a bridge acro$s the St. Francis River from a point in 
Dunklin. County, Mo., to a point in Clay County, Ark.; 

II. R.11021. An act to authorize the Levitte Land & Lumber 
Co. to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, in Drew 
County, Ark. ; 

H. R.11477. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge, 
and approaches thereto, across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
IUver at or near Matewan Station, in Mingo County, W. Va.; 

H. n. 2925. An act to extend the privileges of the act approved 
Juno 10, 1880, to the port of Brownsville, Tex. ; 

H. R. 6747. An act to reenact an act .authorizing the construc
tion of a bridge across ·st. Croix River, and to extend the time 
for commencing and completing the said structure; and 

H. R. 11303. An act for the relief of Eliza Choteau Roscamp. 
THE TARIFF ON WOOL, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read 
(S. Doc. No. 101): · 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return without my approval House bill No. ll019 with a 
statement of my reasons for so doing . . 

The bill is an amendment of the existing tariff law, and re
adjusts the customs duties in what is known as Schedule K, 
embracing wool and the manufactures of wool. 

I was elected to the Presidency as the candidate of a party 
which in its platform declared its aim and purpose to be to 
maintain a protective tariff by "the imposition of such duties 
as will equal the difference between the cost of production at 
home and abroad, together with a reasonable profit to American 
industries." I have always regarded this language as fixing the 
proper measure of protection at the ascertained difference be
tween the cost of production at home and that abroad, and have 
construed the reference to the profit of American industries as 
intended, not to add a new element to tl;le measure stated or to 
exclude from the cost of production abroad the element of a 
manufacturer's or producer's profit, but only to emphasize the 
importa,nce of including in the American cost a manufacturer's 
or producer's profit reasonable according to the American 
standard. 

In accordance with a promise made in the same platform I 
called nu extra· session of the Sixty-first Congress, at which a 
general revision of the tariff was made and adopted in the 
Payne bill. It was contended by those who opposed the Payne 
bill that the existing rates of the Dingley bill were excessive and 
that the rates adopted in the revising statute were not suffi
ciently reduced to conform to the promised measure. 

The great difficulty, howeYer, in discussing the new rates 
adopted was that there were no means available by which im
partial per ons could determine what, in fact, was the differ
ence in cost of production between the products of this country 
and the same products abroad. The American public became 
deeply im11ressed with the conviction that, in order to secure a 
proper revision of the tariff in the future, exact information as 
to the effect of tile new rates must be ltad, and that the evil of 
logrolling or a compromise between adyocates of different pro
tected industries in fixing duties could be a'oided, ·and the in
terest of the commrning public could be properly guarded, only 
by reYising the tariff one sclledule at a time. 

To help these reforms for the future, I took advantage of a 
clause in the Payne tariff bill enabling me to create a Tariff 
Board of three members and directed them to make a glossary 
and encyclopedia of the terms used in the tariff and to secure 
information as to the comparative cost of production of dutiable 
articles under the tariff at home and abroad. In my message 
to Congress of December 7, 1909, I asked a continuing annual 
appropriation for the support of the board and said: 

I believe that the work of this board will be of prime utility and im
portance whenever Congress shall deem it wise again to readjust the 
customs duties. If the facts secured by the Tariff Board are of such a 
character as to show generally that the rates of duties imposed by the 
present tariff law are excessive under the principles of protection '.ls dp
scribed in the platform of the successful party at the la.te election, I 
shall not hesitate to invite the attention of Conjlress to this fact and to 
the necessity for action predicated thereon. Nothing, however, halts 
business and interferes with the course of prosperity so much as the 
threatened revision of tbe tarilf, a.nd until the facts are at hand, aftel' 
careful and deliberate investigation, upon which such revision can prop
erly be undertaken, it seems to me unwise to attempt it. T~e amount 
of misinformation that creeps into arguments pro and con m respect 
to tariff rates is stich as to require the kind of investigation that I hav:e 
directed the Tariff Board to make, an investigation under~en by. it 
wholly without respect to the effect which the facts may have m calling 
for a readjustment of the rates of duty. 

A popular demand arose for the formal creation by law of a 
permanent- nonpartisan tariff commiss1on. Commercial bodies 
all over the country united in a movement to secure adequate 
legislation for this purpose and an association with a nation
wide constituency was organized to promote the cause. The 
public opinion in favor of such a commission was evidenced by 
resolutions adopted in 1909 and 1910 by Republican State con-
1entions in at least 28 States. 

In addition, efforts were made to' secure a change in the 
rules of procedure in the House and Senate with a view to pre
venting the consideration of tariff changes except schedule by 
schedule. 

1.'he business of the . country rests on a protective-tariff basis. 
The public keenly realized that a disturbance of business by a 
change in the tariff and a threat of injury to the industries of 
the country ought to be avoided, and that nothing could help 
so much to minimize the fear of destructive changes as the 
known existence of a reliable source 'of information for legisla
tive action. The deep interest in the matter of an impartial 
ascertainment of facts before any new revision, was evidenced 
by an effort to pass a tariff-comID.ission bill in the short session 
of the Sixty-first Congress, in which many of both parties 
united. Such a bill passed both Houses. It provided a com
mission of five members, to be appointed by the President, not 
more than three of whom were to belong to the same party, 
and gave them the power and made it their duty to investigate 
the operation of the tariff, the comparative cost of production 
at home i;tnd abroad, and like matters of importance in fixing the 
terms of a revenue measure, and required them to report to the 
Executive and to Congress when directed. Several, _not yital, 
amendments were made in the Senate, which necessitated a 
return of the bill to the House, where, because of the limited 
duration of the session, a comparatively small minority were 
able to prevent its becoming a law. 

On the failure of this bill, I took such steps as I could to 
make the Tariff Board I had already appointed a satisfactory 
substitute for the proposed tariff commission. An appropria
tion of $225,000, to continue the work until June 30, 1912, had 
been granted by Congress in the alternative, to be applied to 
the board I had appointed, unless a tariff-commission bill was 
passed. In this appropriation bill the nonpartisan tariff com
mission, if created and appointed, was directed to make a re
port on Schedule K by December 1, 1911. Accordingly I added 
two members to the Tariff Board from the opposition party, 
and directed the board to make report on Schedule K by De
cember 1 next. The board differs in no way from the tariff 
commission as it would have been, exce11t in its power to su_'n
mon witnesses; and·r am advised by the members of the board 
that, without this power, they have had no difficulty in secur
ing the information they desire. 

Tbe board took some months to inYestigate the methods pur
sued in other countries in procuring information on tariff sub
jects and to organize its force. In October. 1010, its work of 
inYestigation began with a force of 40 that ·has now increased 
to SO. In addition to the "glossary," \vhich is near comple
tion, and other work connected with fnmishing information 
in connection with the enforcement of the maximum and mini
mum clause of the Payne 'l'ariff Act, aud in respect to the 
Canadian reciprocity measure, its attention bas been especially 
directed to com11arative cost under Schedule K (wool and 
woolens), under Schedule .M (paper and pulp), and under 
Schedule I (cotton manufactures). The report on Schedule 
M (pulp and paper) has already been sent to Congress. Full 
reports on wool and cotton will be submitted to Cougress in 
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December. I have also directed an investigation into the metal 
und leather schedules, the results of which it is hoped can be 
submitted to Congress at its first regular session in time to 
permit their consideration and legislative action, if necessary, 

The organization known as the Tariff Commission Associa
tion, made up of representatives of substantially all the com
mercial bodies , of the country, for the purpose of securing the 
establishment of a permanent tariff commission, applied to me 
for an opportunity to investigate the methods pursued by the 
Tariff Board. This I was glad to grant, and a very full report 
of the competent committee of that association concluded as 
follows: 

In conclusion, our committee finds that the Tarilf Board ls composed 
of able, impartial, and earnest men, who are devoting their energies 
unreservedly to the work before them; that the staff has been carefully 
~elected for the work in view, is efficiently organized and directed, and 
mclude a number of exceptionally competent technical experts; 
* "' * that the work of the board, vast and intricate in detail, is 
already highly organized, well systematized, and running smoothly; and 
that Congress and the people can now await the completion of that 
\"\'.'Ork wi~ entire confidence that it is progressing as rapidly as con
s1sten.t with proper thoro~ghn~ss, an~ that it will amply justify all of 
the time and expense which it entails. We believe that the value of 
the work when completed will be so great and so evident as to leave 
remaining no single doubt as to the expediency of maintalning it as a 
permanent function of the Government for the benefit of the people. 

I have thus reviewed the history of the moveme11t for the 
establishment of a tariff commission or board in order to show 
that the real advance and reform in tariff making are to be 
found in the acquiring of accurate and impartial information 
as to the effect of the proposed tariff changes under each sched
ule before they are adopted, and further to show that if delay 
in the passage of a bill to amend Schedule K can be had until 
December, Congress will then be in possession of a full and 
satisfactory rep9rt upon the whole schedule. 

This brings me to the consideration of the terms of the bill 
presented for my approval Schedule K is the most complicated 
schedule in the tariff. It classifies raw wool with different rates 
for .different classes; it affords the manufacturer what is called 
a compensatory duty to make up for the increased price of the 
raw material he has to use.due to the rate on raw wool, and for 
the shrinkage that takes place in scouring the wool for manu
facture; and it gives him, in addition, an ad valorem duty to 
protect him against foreign competition with cheap labor. The 
usages which prevail in scouring the wool, in making the yarn, 
and in the manufacture of cloth present a complication of tech
nical detail that prevents anyone, not especially informed con
cerning wool growing and manufacture, from understanding the 
schedule and the effect of changes in the various rates and 
percentages. 

If there ever was a schedule that needed consideration and 
investigation and elaborate explanation by experts before its 
amendment, it is Schedule K. There is a widespread belief 
that many rates in the present schedule are too high and are in 
excess of any needed protection for the wool grower or manu
facturer. I share this belief and have so stated in several 
public addresses. But I have no sufficient data upon which I 
can judge how Schedule K ought to be amended or how its 
rates ought to be reduced, in order that the new bill shall 
furnish the proper measure of protection and no more. Nor 
have I sources of information which satisfy me that the bill 
presented to me for signature will accomplish this result. The 
parliamentary history of the bill is not reassuring upon this 
point. It was introduced and passed in the House as providing 
a tariff for revenue only and with the avowed purpose of de
parting from a protective-tariff policy. The rate of duty on 
raw wools of all classes was changed from a specific duty of 11 
cents a pound to 20 per cent ad valorem. On the average for 
the importations for the last two years this is a reduction from 
47.24 per cent to 20 per cent. Rates on cloths were reduced in 
the bill from the present ayerage duty of 97.27 per cent to 40 
per cent and on wearing apparel from 81.31 per cent to 45 per 
cent. The bill was defeated in the Senate, and so was a sub
stitute introduced as a protection measm:e. The proposed sub
stitute ftxed the duty on raw wool, first class, at 40 per cent, 
and on a second class of carpet wools at 10 per cent, and on 
cloths at 60 per cent, and on wearing apparel at the same rate. 
On reconsideration, a compromise measure was passed by the 
Senate, which was a compromise between the House bill and 
the Senate substitute bill, and in which the rate on first-class 
wool was fixed at 35 per cent, on carpet wools 10 per cent, and 
on cloth and wearing apparel 55 per cent. In conference be
tween the two Houses the-rate on all classes of raw wool was 
fixed at 29 per cent, this being an increase on carpet wools of 9 
per cent as fixed in the House bill and of 19 per cent as fixed in 
the Senate bill. The conference rate on cloths and wearing 
appru.·el was fixed at 49 per cent. No evidence as to the cost of 
production here or abroad was published, and the compromise 

amendment in the Senate was adopted without reference to or 
consideration by a committee. 1 

I do not mention these f.acts to criticize the method of prepa
ration o.f the bill; but I must needs refer to them to show that 
the congressional proceedings make available for nie no t!ccu
rate or scientifically acquired information which enables me to 
determine that the bill supplies the measure of protection 
promised in the platform on which I was elected. 

Without any investigation of which the details are available, 
an avowed tariff-for-revenue and antiprotection bill is by com
promise blended with a professed protection bill. Rates be
tween those of the two bills are adopted and passed, except 
that, in some important instances, rates are fixed in the com
promise at a figure higher, and in others at a figure lower, than 
were originally fixed in either Honse. The principle followed 
in adjusting the amendments of existing law is, therefore, not 
clear, and the effect of the bill is most uncertain. 

The Wilson Tariff Act of 1894, while giving the manufacturer 
free wool, provided as high duties on leading manufactures of 
wool as does the present bill, which at the same time taxes the 
manufacturer's raw material at 29 per cent. Thus the protec
tion afforded to manufacturers under the Wilson bill was v-ery 
considerably higher than under the present bill. 

During the years in which the Wilson bill was in force tlie 
woolen manufacturers suffered. Many mills were compcllro to 
shut down. These were abnormal years, and it is not nece~s:iry 
to attribute the hard times solely to the tariff act of 1804. But 
it was at least an addition to other factors operating to injure 
the woolen business. It is the only experience we have h:ul for 
a generation of a radical revision of this schedule, and, without 
exaggerating its importance, one pledged to a moderate protec
tion policy may well hesitate before giving approval without 
full information to legislation which makes a more radical 
r€duction in the protection actually afforded to manufacturers 
of wool than did the Wilson Act. Nor does this hesitation arise 
only for fear of injury to manufacturers. Unless manufac
turers are able to continue their business and buy wool from 
domestic woolgrowers the latter will have no benefit from the 
tariff that is supposed to protect them, because they will have 
to sell in competition with foreign wools or send their sheep to 
the shambles. Hence the woolgrower is as much interested in 
the protection of the manufacturer as he is in his own. 

It may well be that conditions of manufacture in this country 
haye changed so as to require much less protection now for the 
manufacturers than at the time of the Wilson bill; but in view 
of the possible wide suffering involved by hasty action based 
on insufficient knowledge, the wise course, in my judgment, is 
to postpone any change for a few months needed to complete 
the pending inquiry. 

When I have the accurate information which justifies such 
action, I shall recommend to Congress as great a reduction in 
Schedule K as the measure of protection, already stated, will 
permit. The failure of the present bill should not be regarded, 
therefore, as taking away the only chance for reduction by this 
Congress. 

More than a million of our countrymen are engaged in the 
production of wool and the manufacture of woolens; more than 
a billion of the country's capital is invested in the industry. 
Large communities are almost wholly dependent upon the pros
perity of the woolgrower and the woolen manufacturer. Mod
erately estimated, 5,000,000 of the .American people wil1 be 
injuriously affected by any ill-advised impairment of the wool 
and woolen industries. Certainly we should proceed prudently; 
in dealing with them upon the basis of ascertained facts rather 
than hastily and without lmowledge to make a reduction of the 
tariff to satisfy a popular desire, which I fully recognize, for 
reduction of duties believed to be excessive. I have no doubt 
that if I were to sign this bill, I would receh·e the approval of 
very many persons who favor a reduction of duties in order to 
reduce the cost of living whatever the effect on our protected 
industries, and who fail to realize the disaster to business gen
erally and to the people at large which may come from a radical 
disturbance of that part of business dependent for its life on 
the continuance of a protective tariff. If I fail to guard as far 
as I can the industries of the country to the extent of giving 
them the benefit of a living measure of protection, and business 
disaster ensues, I shall not be discharging my duty. If I fail 
to recommend the reduction of excessh·e duties to this extent, I 
shall fail in my duty to the consuming public. 

There is no public exigency requiring the revision of Schedule 
K in .August without adequate information, rather than in De
cember nex.t with such information. December was the time 
fixed by both parties in the last Congress for the submission 
of adequate information u11on Schedule K with a view to its 
amendment. Certainly the public weal is better preseryed by 
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delaying 90 days in order to do justice, and make such a re
duction as shall be proper, than now blindly to enact a law 
which may seriously injure the industries involved and the 
business of the country in general 

THE WHITE HOUSE, August 17, 1911. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

WM. H. TAFT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to have the 
Presioent's message referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, but prefer to have it lie on the Speaker's table, and to 
give notice at this time that on to-morrow, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal, I shall move to pass the bill over 
the veto of the President. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the message will lie on 
the table. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD for the purpose of inserting 
page 10 and to the end of the first paragraph on page 11 of 
Senate Document No. 164, Sixty-first Congress, second session, 
being that portion of the President's speech delivered at Winona, 
Minn., September 17, 1909, in which he denounced the wool 
schedule of the Payne tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks lillani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD by inserting 
a part of the President's Winona speech. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman desires to insert 
the entire speech of the President, I ha.Ye no objection. [Laugh
ter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, the message of the President 
ju~t read refers to the wool bill, and the part of the Winona 
speech I desire to insert refers particularly to the wool schedule 
of the Payne bill. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
desires to object, very well. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir . .lU.A.NN. I object, unless the gentleman desires to insert 

the entire speech. .{Laughter on the Democratic side.] Well, 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the entire speech 
of the President be inserted. 

Mr. G.A.RRE'l"'T. Mr. Speaker, I have no .right, under the 
rules, to object to the gentleman from Illinois making that re
quest, and I will not, of course, object to the request if he 
really desires to insert the whole speech. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Cl.lair hears none. 

l\fr. CAMPBELL. l\f r. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
:Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, whose request for unani

mous consent was submitted by the Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 

asked unanimous consent to publish in the RECORD the entire 
speech the President made at Winona. . 

l\Ir. CAMPBELL. Inasmuch as the speech has been already 
published, Mr. Speaker, I object. [Cries of "Too late!"] 

l\fr. GARRETT. l\Ir. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
The speech is as follows: 
MY FELLOW CITIZENS : As long ago as August, 1906, in the congres

sional campaign in Maine, I ventured to announce that I was a tariff 
revisionist and thought that the time had come for a readjustment of 
the schedules. I pointed out that it had been 10 years prior to that 
time that the Dingley bill had been passed; that great changes had 
taken place in the conditions surroundmg the productions of the farm, 
the factory, and the mine, and that under the theory of protection in 
that time the rates imposed in the Dingley bill in many instances 
might have become excessive; that is, might have been greater than 
the difference between the cost of production abroad and the cost or 
prod_uction at home with a sufficient allowance for a reasonable rate ·of 
profit to the American producer. I said that the party was divided on 
the issue, but that in my judgment the opinion of the party was crystal
lizing and would probably result in the near future in an effort to 
make such revision. I pointed out the difficulty that there always was 
in a revision of the tariff, due to the threatened disturbance of indus
tries to be affected and the suspension of business, in a way which 
made it unwise to have too many revisions. In the summer of 1907 
my position on the tariff was challenged, and I then entered into a 
somewhat fuller discussion of the matter. It was contended by the 
so-called "standpatters" that rates beyond the necessary measure of 
protection were not objectionable, because behind the tariff wall com
petition always reduced the prices, and thus saved the consumer-. But 
I pointed out in that speech what seems to me as true to-day as it 
then was, that the danger of excessive rates was in the temptation 
they created to form monopolies in the protected articles, and thus to 
take advantage of the excessive rates by increasing the prices, and 
therefore, and in order to avoid such a danger, it was wise at regular 
intervals to examine the question of what the effect of the rates had 
been upon the industries in this country, and whether the conditions 
with respect to the cost of production here had so changed as to war
rant a reduction in the tariff and to make a lower rate truly protective 
of the indush·y. 

It will be observed that the object of the revisi•)n under such a 
E1tatement was not to destroy protected indush·ies in this country, but 
it was to continue to protect them where lower rates offered a suffi
cient protection to prevent injury by foreign competition. That was 

the object of the revision as advocated by me, and it was certainly tpe 
object of the revision as promised in the Republican platform. 

I want to make as elear as I can this proi>0sition, because, in order 
to determine whether a bill is a compliance with the terms of that plat
form, it must be understood what the platform means. A free trader 
is opposed to any protective rate because he thinks that our manu
facturers, our farmers, and om· miners ought to withstand the competi
tion of foreign manufacturers and miners and farmers, or else go out 
of business and find something else more profitable to do. Now, cer
tainly the promises of the platform did not contemplate the downward 
revision of the tariff rates to such a point that any industry theretofore 
protected should be injured. Hence, those who contend that the promise 
of the platform was to reduce prices by letting in foreign competition 
a1·e contending for a free trade, .and not for anything that they had the 
l'ight to infer from the Republican platform. 

The Ways and Means Committee of the House, with Mr. PAYNE at 
its head, spent a full year in an investigation, assembling evidence in 
reference to the rates under the tariff, and devoted an immense amount 
of work in the study of the question where the tariff rates could ba 
reduced and where they ought to be raised with a view to maintaining 
a reasonably protective rate, under the principles of the platform, for 
every industry that deserved protection. '.rhey found that the deter
mination of the question, what was the actual cost of production, and 
whether an industry in this country could live under a certain rate 
aud withstand threatened competition from abroad, was most difficult. 
The manufacturers were prone to exaggerate the injury which a reduc
tion in the duty would give and to magnify the amount of duty that 
was needed ; while the importers, on the other hand who were inter
ested in developing the importation from foreign shores, were quite 
likely to be equally biased on the other side. 

Mr. PAYNE reported a bill~the Payne taritl' bill-which went to 
the Senate and was amended in the Senate by increasing the duty on 
some things and decreasing it on others. The difference between the 
House bill and the Senate bill was very much less than the newspapers 
represented. It turns out upon examination that the reductions in 
the Senate were about equal to tt.ose in the House, though they dif
fered in character. Now, there is nothing quite o difficult as the 
discussion of a tariff bill, for the reason that it covers so many different 
items, and the meaning of the terms and the percentages are very 
hard to understwd. The passage of a new bill, especially where a 
change in the method of assessing the duties has been followed, pre· 
sents an opportunity for various modes and calculations of the per
centages of increases and decreases that are most misleading and 
rrcally throw no light at all upon the changes made. 

One way of stating what was done is to say what the facts show
that under the Dingley. law there were 2,024 items. This included 
dutiable items only. The Payne law leaves 1,150 of these items 
unchanged. There are decreases in 654 of the items and increases 
in 220 of the items. Now, of course, that does not give a full picture, 
but it does show the proportion of decreases to have been three times 
those of the increases. Again, the schedules are divided into letters 
from A to N. 'l'he first schedule is that of chemkals, oils, etc. 
There are 232 items in the Dingley law; of these, 81 were decreased, 
2'."J. were increased, leaving 129 unchanged. Under Schedule B
earths, earthen and glass ware-there were 170 items in the Dingley 
law; 46 wei;e decreased, 12 were increased, and 112 left unchanged. 
C is the schedule of metals and manufactures. There were 321 items 
in the Dingley law: 185 were decreased, 30 were increased, and 106 
were left unchanged. D is the schedule of wood and manufactures 
of wood. There were 35 items in the Dingley law; 18 were de
creased, 3 were increased, and 14 were left unchanged. There were 
38 items in sugar, and of these 2 were decreased and 36 left unchanged. 
Schedule F covers tobacco and manufactures of tobacco, of which 
there were 8 items ; they were all left unchanged. In the schedule 
covering· agricultural products and provisions there were 187 items 1n 
the Dingley law; 14 of them were decreased, 19 were increased and 
154 left unchanged. Schedule H-that of spirits and wines_'._con
tained 33 items in the Dingley law; 4 were decreased, 23 increased, 
and 6 were left unchanged. In cotton manufactures there were 261 
items; of these 28 were decreased, 47 increased, and 186 left un
changed. In Schedule J-flax, hemp, and jute-there were 254 
items in the Dingley law ; 187 were reduced, 4 were increased, and 
63 left unchanged. In wool and manufactures thereof, there were 
78 items; 3 were decreased, none were increased, and 75 left un
changed. In silk and silk goods there were 78 items; of these 21 
were decreased, 31 were increased, and 26 were left unchanged. In 
pulp, papers, and books there were 59 items in the Dingley law, and 
of these 11 were decreased, 9 were increased, and 39 left unchanged. 
Jn sundries there were 270 items, and of these 54 were decreased, 20 
were in~reased, and 196 left unchanged. So that the total showed 
2,024 items in the Dingley law, of which 654 were decreased, 220 were 
increased, making 87 4 changes, and 1,150 left unchanged. 

Changes in the Dingley law· by the Payne law. 

Changes in Dingley law 

Items in 
by Payne law. 

Schedules. Dingley Un-
law. De- In- Total 

changed, 

creases. creases. changes. 
------------

A. Chemicals, oils, etc . . .... ....... -.. 232 81 22 103 129 
B. Earths, earthen and glass ware ... 170 46 12 58 ll2 
C. Metals, and manufactures of. ... -- 321 1&5 30 215 106 
D. Wood, and manufactures of._. -- . 35 18 3 21 14 
E. Sugar, molasses, and manufactures 

of.···························-· 38 2 0 2 36 
F. Tobacco, and manufactures of. .... 8 0 0 0 8 
G. Agricultural products and provi-

sions ··········-·-············-- 18'7 14 19 33 154 
H. Spirits, wines, etc .............. ... 33 4 23 27 6 
I. Cotton manufactures_ . _ .... _ ...... 261 28 47 75 186 
J. Flax, hemj, jute, manufactures oL 254 187 4 191 63 
K. Wool, Ill manufactures of_ ...... 78 3 0 3 75 
L. Silk and silk goods. -·-- ..... ·--·. 78 21 31 52 26 
M. Pulp, -papers, and books ........ _. 59 11 9 ro 39 
N. Sundries .. _ .. ·· ·· ·······-····-··· 270 54 20 74 196 

Total .......................... 2,024 6.54 220 874 1,150 
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Attempts have been made to show what the real e1fect of these 
chn.nges hn.s been by comparing the impor~ U!l-der the various sched
ules and assuming that the changes and the1r mlt)ortance were in pro
portion to the importations. Nothing could be more unjust in a pro
tective tariff which also contains re-venue provisions. Some of the 
tariff is made for the purpose of increasing the revenue b:y increasing 
importations which shall pay duty .. ~Jther items in the tariff a.re made 
for the purpose of reducing competit10n-that is, by reducing IIDp<>rta
tions-and, therefore, the question of the importance of a chunge. in 
rate can not in the slightest degree be determined by the amount of un
ports that takes place. In order to determine the importance of the 
changes, it is much fairer to take the articles on which the rates of 
duty have been reduced and those on which the rates of duty have bee~ 
increased and then determine from statistics how large a part the arti
cles upon which duties have been reduced play in the consumption of 
the country and how large a part those upon which the duties have 
been increased play in the consumption of the country. Such a table 
bas been prepared by Mr. Payne, than whom there is no one who under
stands better what the tariff is and who has given more attention to the 
details of the schedule. 

Now, let us take Schedule A-chemicals, oils, and paints. T11-e art.l
cles upon which the duty has been decreased are consumed m this 
country to the extent of $433,000,000. The articles upon which the 
duty has been increased are consumed in this country to the extent of 
$11,000,000. Take Schedule B. The articles on which the duty has 
been decreased entered In the consumption of the country to the 
amount of $128,000,000, and there bas been no increase in duty on 
such articles. Take Schedule C-metals and their manufactures. The 
amount to which such articles enter into the consumption of the coun
try is $1,221,000,000, whereas the articles of the same schedule upon 
which there has been an increase enter into the consumption of the 
country to the extent of only $37,000,000. Take Schedule D-lumber. 
The articles in this schedule upon which there has been a decrease enter 
into the consumption of the country to the extent of $566,000,000, 
whereas the articles under the same schedule upon which there has been 
an Increase enter into its consumption to the extent of $31,000,000. In 
tobacco there has been no change. In agricultul'al products, those in 
which there has been a reduction of rates enter into the consumption 
of the country to the extent of $483,000,000 ; those in which there bas 
been an increase enter into the consumption to the extent of $4,000,000. 
In the schedule of wines and liquors, the articles upon which there has 
been an increase enter into the consumption of the country to the ex
tent of $462,000,000. In cottons there has been a change in the higber
priced cottons and an increase. 

There has been no increase in the lower-priced cottons, and of the 
increases the high-priced cottons enter into the consumption of the 
country to the extent of $41,000,000. Schedule J-flax, hemp, and 
jute : The articles upon which there has been a decrease enter into the 
consumption of the country to the extent of $22,000,000, while those 
upon which there has been an increase enter into the consumption to 
the extent of $804,000. In Schedule J as to wool, there has been no 
change. In Schedule L as to silk, the duty has been decreased on 
articles which enter into the consumption of the country to the extent 
of $8,000,000, and bas been increased on articles that enter into the 
consumption of the country to the extent of $106,000,000. On paper 
and pulp the duty bas been decreased on articles, including print paper, 
that enter into the consumpton of the country to the extent of 
$67,000,000, and increased on articles that en~ into the consumption 
of the country to the extent of $81,000,000. In sundries, or Schedule 
N the duty has been decreased on articles that enter into the consump
tion of the country to the extent of $1,719,000,000 ; and increased on 
articles that enter Into the consumption of the country to the extent 
of $101,000,000. 

It will be found that in Schedule A the increases covered only 
luxuries-perfumeries, pomades, and like articles; Schedule H-wines 
and liquors-'-which are certainly luxuries and are. made subject to in: 
crease in order to increase the revenues, amountmg to $462,000,000 , 
and In Schedule L--silks-which are luxuries, certainly, $106,000,000, 
making a total of the consumption of those articles upon which there 
was an increase and which were luxuries of $579,000,000, leaving a 
balance of increase on articles, which were not luxuries, of value in 
consumption of only $272,000,000, as against $5,000,000,000, repre
senting the amount of articles entering into the consumption of the 
country, mostly necessities, upon which there has been a reduction of 
duties, and to which the 650 decreases applied. 

Statenient. 

Consmnptlon value. 

Schedules. 
Duties de- Duties in· 
creased. creased. 

A. Chemicals, oils, and paints .•..••••• ·······-·····.... S433, 099, 846 Sll, 105, 820 
B. Earths, earthenware, and glassware................. 128,423, 732 ........... . 
c. Metals, and manufactures of .... _................... 1, 221, 956, 620 37, 675, 804 
D. Wood, and ma.nuiactures of. ..... ___ ..•.••••..•••••. 566,870,950 31,280,372 
E. Buga:r, molasses, and manuiactures of -•.... --. . . . . • . 300, 965, 953 - --........• 
F. Tobacco and manufactures of (no change of rates). -...•...... -................ . 
G. AgricultUral products and provisions ... ,............ 483,430,637 ~,380,043 
H. Spirits, wines, and other beverages ......•.•••••••••. -·············· 46w,001,856 
I Cotton manufactures . ------- ........ --·············· ..••... ·-- .. -- . 41,622,024 J: Fla.x,hemp,jute,andmanufa.cturesof .....••.••• :··· 22,127,14.5 004,4'15 
K. Wool and manufactures of wool. (No production 

statistics available for articles affected by change 
of rates.) 

L. Silksandsilkgoods................................. 7,947,568 106,742,646 
M. Pulp, papers, and books............................ 67,628,055" 81,486,466 
N. Sundries .....••••.......•.....•..•...•..•••.••••••.. 1,719,428,069 101,656,598 

Total·············-···-·-·················-·····- 4,951,878,575 878,756,074 

Of the above increases the following are luxuries, being articles 
strictly of voluntary use : 
Schedule A. Chemicals, including perfu~ies, pomades, and like articles __ .:_ __________________________ $11, 105, 820 
Schedule H. Wines and liquors------------------- 462, 001, 856 
Schedule L. Silk!5 .. --------------------------------- 106, 742, 646 

'l'otaL-------------------------------------·- 579 850, 322 

This leaves a balance of increases which a.re not on articles of luxury 
of $298,905,752, as against decreases on about $5,000,000,000 of con· 
sumption. 

Now, this statement shows as conclusively as possible the fact that 
there was a substantial downward revision on articles enterin,'.;' into 
the general consumption of the country which can be termed neces
sities, for the proportion is $5,000,000,000, representing the consump
tion of articles to which decreases applied, to less than $300,000,000 
of articles of necessity to which the increases applied. 

Now, the promj.se of the RepubUca.n platform was not to revise 
everything downward, and in the speeches which have been taken as 
interpreting that platform, which I made in the campaign, I did not 
promise that e-verything should go downward. What I promised was, 
that there should be many decreases, and that in some few things 
increases would be found to be .necessary; but tha.t on the whole I 
conceived that the change of conditions would make the revision nec
essarily downward-and that, I contendi.... under the showing which I 
have made, has been the result of the .t'ayne bill. I did not agree, 
nor did the Republican Party agree, that we would reduce rates to 
such a point as to reduce prices by the introduction of foreign com
petition. That is what the free traders desire. That is what the 
revenue-tariff reformers desire; but that is not what the Republican 
platform promised, and it is not what the Republican Party wished 
to bring about. To repeat the statement with which I o-pened this 
speech, the proposition of the Republican Party was to reduce rates so 
as to maintain a difference between the cost of production abroad and 
the cost of production here, insuring a reasonable profit to the I!l::i.nu
facturer on all articles produced in this country; and the proposition 
to reduce rates and prevent their being excessive was to avoid the 
opportunity for monopoly and the suppression of competition, so t hat 
the excessive rates could be taken advantage of to force prices up. 

Now_, it is said that there was not a reduction in a number of the 
schedules where there should ha>e been. It is said that there was 
no reduction in the cotton schedule. There was not. The House and 
the Senate took evidence and found from cotton manufacturers and 
from other sources that the r&,tes upon the lower class of cottons were 
such as to enable them to make a decent profit-but only a decent 
profit-and they were contented with it; but that the rates on the 
higher grades of cotton cloth, by reason of court decisions, had been 
reduced so that they were considerably below those of the cheaper 
grades of cotton cloth, and that by undervaluations and otherwise the 
whole cotton schedule had been made unjust and the >arious items were 
disproportionate in respect to the varying cloths. Hence, in the Senate 
a new system was introduced attempting to make the duties more spe
cific rather than ad valorem, in order to pre>ent by judicial decision or 
otherwise a disproportionate and unequal operation of the schedule. 
Under this schedule it was contended that there had been a general 
rise of all the duties on cotton. This was vigorously denied by the 
experts of the Treasury Department. At last the Senate, in conference, 
consented to a reduction amounting to about 10 per cent on all the 
lower grades of cotton, and this reduced the lower grades of cotton 
substantially to the same rates as before and increased the higher 
grades to what they ought to be under the Dingley law anu what they 
were intended to be. Now, I am not going into the question Qf evidence 
as to whether the cotton duties were too high and whether the differ
ence between the cost of production abroad and at home, allowing for a 
reasonable profit to the manufacturer here, is less than the duties :v.·hich 
are imposed under the Payne bill. It was a question of evidence which 
Congress passed upon, after they heard the statements of cotton manu
facturers and such other evidence as they could avail themselves of. 
I agree that the method of taking evidence and the determination was 
made in a general way, and that there ought to be other methods of 
obtaining evidence and reaching a conclusion more satisfactory. 

Criticism has also been made of the crockery schedule and the failure 
to reduce that. The question whether it ought to have been reduced 
or not was a question of evidence which both committees of Congress 
took up, and both concluded that the present rates on crockery were 
such as were needed to maintain the business in this country. I had 
been informed that the· crockery schedule was not high enough, and 
mentioned that in one of my campaign speeches as a schedule probably 
where there ought to be some increases. It turned out that the diffi
culty was rather in undervaluations than in the character o:f the sched
ule itself, and so it was not changed. It is entirely possible to collect 
evidence to attack almost any of the schedules, but one story is good 
until another ls told, and I have heard no reason for · sustaining the 
contention that the crockery schedule is unduly high. So with respect 
to numerous details-items of not great importance-in which, upon 
what they regarded as sufficient evidence, the committee advanced the 
rates in order to save a business which was likely to be destroyed. 

I have never known a subject that will evoke so much contradictory 
evidence as the question of tariff rates and the question ot cost of pro
duction at home 1:1.nd abroad. Take the subject of paper. A committee 
was appointed by Congress a year before the tariff sittings began, to 
determine what the difference was between the cost of production In 
Canada of print paper and the cost of production here, and they re
ported that they thought that a good bil would be one imposing $2 a 
ton on paper, rather than $6, the Dingley rate, provided that Canada 
could be induced to take off the export duties and remove the other 
obstacles to the importation of spruce wood in this country out of 
which wood pulp is made. An examination of the evidence satisfied 
Mr PAYNE-I believe it satisfied some of the Republican dissenters 
that $2 unless some change was made in the Canadian restrictions 
upon the exports of wood to this country, was much too low, and that 
$4 was only a fair measure of the difference between the cost of pro 
duction here and in Canada. In other words, the $2 found by the 
special committee in the House was rather an invitation to Canada and 
the Canadian print-paper people to use their influence with their gov 
ernment to remove the wood restrictions by reducing the duty on print 
paper against Canadian print-paper mills. It. was rather a suggestion 
of a diplomatic nature than a positive statement of the difference in 
actual cost of production under existing conditions between Canada 
and the United States. 

There are other subjects which I might take up. The tariff on 
hides was taken off because it was thought that it was not necessary 
in view of the high price of cattle thus to protect the man who raised 
them and that the duty imposed was likely to throw the control of 
the sale of hides into the hands of the meat packers in Chicago. I.tl 
order to balance the reduction on hides. however, there was a g-reat 
reduction in shoes, from 25 to 10 per cent; on sole leather, from 20 to 
G per cent; on harness, from 45 tQ 20 per cent. So there was n i·e 
duction in the duty on coal of ~~ per cent. All countervailing 
duties were removed from oil, naphtha, gasoline. and its refined prod 
nets. Lumber wa.s reduced from $2 to $1.25; and these an - on 
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a:rticles of prime necessity. It is said that there might have been 
mote. But th re were many business interests in the South in 
M~!· along ~e border, .and especially in the far Northwest, which 
ms1sLed that it would give great advantage to Canadian lumber if 
the reduction were made more than 75 cents. Mr. Pinchot the Chief 
Forester, thought that it would tend to make better lumber in this 
cnuntry it a duty were ret!lined on it. T.he lumber interests thought 
that S2 .was none too much, but the reduction was made and the 
eompronnse effected. Personally I was in favor of free lumber b~ 
cause I did not think that if the taritf was taken off there wouid be 
much suffering among the lumber interests. But in the controversy the 
Hou e an~ the Senate took a middle course and who can say they 
were not Justified? ' 

With respect to the wool sehedule, I agree that it is too high and 
that. it ought to have been reduced, and that it proba\)ly represents 
coIIS1derably more than the diiference between the cost of production 
a.broad and the . cost of production here. The difficulty about the 
wooie~ schedule is that there were two contending factions early in 
the history of Republican tariffs, to wit, woolgrowers and the woolen 
ma~ufacture!·s, and t.hat finally, many years ago, they settled on a 
bas1 ~Y which wool m the grease should have 11 cents a pound, and 
by wJ:?.1ch aUo:wance should b~ made for the shrinkaire of the washed 
wool 1D the ~ifferential up.on woolen manu!a.ctures. The percentage of 
duty. was v~ry heavy-quite beyond the difference in the cost of pro
duction, which W?-S not then regarded as a necessary or proper limita
tion upo~ protective duties. 
~en it. came to the question of reducing the duty at this hearing 

in th1s tariff bill on wool, Mr. PAYNE, in the House, and Mr. Aldrich, 
in th~ Senate, although both favored reduction in the schedule, found 
that m the Republican Party the interests of the woolgrowers of the 
far !Vest and tile interests of the woolen manufacturers in the East 
and m o~er States, retlected through their representatives in Congress, 
w~ sufficiently strong to defeat any attempt to change the woolen 
tariff, and that .had it bee:i;i attempted it would have beaten the bill 
reported fr?m either comm1ttee. I am sorry this is so, and I could 
WISb that it had been otherwise.. lt is the one important defect in 
the present Payne tariff bill and in the performance of the promise of 
the platform to reduce rates to a difference in the cost of production 
wi~h reasonable profit to the ma.nnfacturer. That it will increase the 
price of woolen cloth or c;lothes, I very much doubt. There have been 
mcreases by the natural mcrease in the price of wool the world over 
as an agricultural product, but this was not due to the ta.riff. because 
the tarifl' was not changed. The increase would therefore have taken 
place whether the tariff would have. been changed or not The cost of 
woolen cloths behind the taritf wall, through the effect o! competition 
has be_en greatly less than the duty, if added to' the price would have 
made it ' 

'l'bere is a complaint now by the woolen clothiers and by- the carded 
wo~len _people of this woolen schedule. They have honored me by 
asking m cnculars sent out by them that certain questions be put to 
me in respect to it, and asking why I did not veto the bill, in view of 
the fact that the woolen schedule was not made in accord with the 
platform. I ought to say in respect to this point that all of them in 
previous tariff bills were strictly in favor of maintaining the woolen 
schedule as it .was. ~e earded-woolen people are finding that carded 
wools are losmg their sales because they are going out of style. 
People prefer worsteds. The clotlting people who are doing so much 
circularizing were contented to let the woolen schedule remain as it 
was until very late in the tariff diseussion, long after the bill had 
pas d the House, and. indeed, they did not grow very urgent until the 
bill had passed the Senate. This was because they found that the 
pric"'. of. woolen cloth w~s going up, and so they desired to secure re
duction m the tariff, which would enable them to get cheaper material. 
They themselves are protected by a large duty, and I can not with 
deference to them ascribe their intense interest only to a deep sym
pathy with the ultimate consumers. s.o called. But, as I have already 
said, I am quite willing to admit that allowing the woolen schedule to 
remain where it is, is not a compliance with the terms of the platform 
as I interpret it and as it is generally understood. 

On the whole, however. I am bound to say that I think the Payne 
tn.riiI bill is the best tariff bill that the Republican Party e-ver passed · 
that in it the party has conceded the necessity for following the changed 
conditions and reducing tariff rates accordingly. This is a sub tantial 
achievement in the direction of lower tarilfs and -Oownw:Il'd revision 
:tnd it ought to be accepted as such. Critics of the bill utterly ignore 
the very tremendous cuts that have been ma.de in the iron schedule, 
'!Vhich hereto.fore has been subject to criticism in all tariff bills. From 
uon ore, which was cut 75 per cent, to all the other items as low as 
20 per cent, with an avera~e of something like 40 or 50 per cent, that 
schedule has been reduced so that the dan11:er of increasing prices 
throu:rh a monopoly of the business is very much lessened, and that was 
the chief purpose of revising the tariff downward' under Republican pro
tective principles. The severe critics of the bill pass thi reduction in 
the metal schedule with a sneer. and say that the cut did not hurt the 
iron interests of the country. Well, of course it did not hurt them. It 
was not expected to hurt them. It was expected only to reduce exces
sive rates, so that business should still be conducted at a profit and 
the very chataeter of the criticism is an indication of the general in· 
justice of the attitude of those who make it, in assuming that it was the 
promise of the Republican Party to hurt the industries of the country 
by foe reductions which they were to make in the tarifr whereas it 
eXPressly indicated as pln..inly as possible in the platform that all of the 
indu tries were to be protected against injury by foreign competition. 
and the promi e only went to the reduction of excessive rates bevond 
whnt was necessary to protect them. • 

The high cost of living, of which 50 per cent is consumed in food 
25 per cent in clothing, and 25 per cent m rent and fue4 has not been 
produced by the tariff, because the tariff has remained the same while 
the increases h~ v«; gone on: It is due to the change of conditions the
world over. L1vmg has mcreased everywhere in cost-in countries 
where there is free trade :md in countries where there i1i protection
and that increase has been chiefly seen in the cost of food products. In 
other words, we have had to pay more for the products of the farmer
for meat, for grnin, for everything that enters into food. Now cer
tainly no one will contend that protection has inci·eased the co'st of 
food in. this country, when the fact is that we have been the greatest 
exporters of food prodnct11 in the world. It ls o-nly that the demand 
has increased beyond the supply, that farm lands have not been opened 
as "'1pidly as the population, and the demand has increased. L am not 
sayi'1g- that the taritr does not increase prkes in clothin"' and in 
bnilc1.ing and in other item::; tbnt enter into the necessities of life but 
what I wish to empha.size i that the recent increases in the cost of 
living in this country have not been due to the tariff. We have a 
much higher standard of living in this country than they have abroad, 

and this has been. made possible by higher income for the workingman, 
the farmer, and all classes. Higher wages have been made possible 
by the encouragement of diversified ind)lSttfeS'., built up and fostered by 
the tariff. 

Now, the revision downward of the tariff that I have favored will 
not, I hope, destroy the industries of the country. Certainly it is not 
intended to. All that it is intended to do, and that is. what I wish 
to repeat, is to put the tariff. where it will protect industries here 
from foreign competition~ but wm nof enable those who will wish to 
monopolize to raise prices by taking advantage of excessive rates be
yond the normal difference in the cast of production. 

If the country desires free trade, and the country desires a revenue 
tari_Jf and wishes the manufacturers all over the country to go . out of 
busmess, and to have cheaper prices at the expense of .t:he sacrifice of 
many of our manufacturing interests, then it ought to say so and 
ought to put the Democratic Party in power if it thinks that party 
can be trusted to carry ou.t any· affirmative policy- in favor of a revenue 
tariff. Certainly in the discussions in the Sen.ate there was no great 
manifestation on the part of our Democratic friends in favor of re
ducing rates on n£:cessities. They voted to maintain the tariff rates 
on everything that came from their particular sections. If we are to 
have free trade, certainly it can not be had through the maintenance 
of Re~ublican majorities in the Senate and House and a Republican 
admlms~ation. 

And now the question arises, what was the duty of a Member of 
Congress who believed in a downward revision greater than that which 
has been accomplished, who thought that the wool schedules ought to 
be reduced, and that perhaps there were other res{lects in which the 
bill could be improved? Was it his duty because, m his judgment, it 
did not fully and CDmpletely comply with the promises of the party 
platform as he inte1-preted it, and, indeed, as I had interpreted 1t, to 
vote against the bill? I am here to justify those who answer this 
question in the negative. Mr. Tawney was a downward revisionist 
like myseff. Ire is a low-tariff man, and has been known to be such 
in Congress all the time he has been there. He is a prominent Repub
lican, the head of the Appropriations Committee, and when a man 
votes as I think he ought to vote, and an opportunity such as this 
presents itself, I am glad to speak in behalf of what he did, not in 
defense of it, but in support of it. 

This is a G-Overnment by a majority of the people. It ls a repre
sentative Government People select some 400 Members to constitute 
t1Ie lower House and some 92 Members to constitute the uppet> House 
through their legislatu.res, and tile varying views of a majority of the 
voters in eighty or ninety millfons of people are red11ced to one result
ant force to take affirmative steps in carrying on a government by a 
system of parties. Without parties popular government would be abso
lutely imI?ossible.. In a party, those who join it, if they would make 
it effective, must surrender their personal predilections on matters com
parativefy of less importance in order to accomplish the good which 
united action on the most important principles at issue secures. 

Now, I run not here to criticize those Republican Members and 
Senators whose views on the subject of the tariff were so strong and 
intense that they believed it their duty to vote against their party on 
the tariff bill. It is a question for each man to settle for himself. 
The question is whether he shall help maintain the party solidarity 
for accomplishing its chief purposes, or whether the departure from 
principle in the bill as he regards it is- so extreme that he must in con
science abandon the party. All I have to say is, in respect to Mr. 
Tawney's action, and in respect to my own in signing the bill, that I 
believed that the interests of the country, the interests of the party, 
required me to sacrifice the accomplishment of certain things in the 
revision of the tariff' which 1 had hoped for, in order to maintain party 
solidarity, which I believe to be much more important than the reduc
tion of rates in one or two schedules of the tariff. Had Mr. Tawney 
voted against the bill, and there had been others of the House sufficient 
in number to have defeated the bill, or if I had vetoed the bill because 
of the absence of a reduction of rates in the wool schedule, when there 
was a general downward revision, and a substantial one though not a. 
complete one, we should have left the party in a condition of demorali
zation that would have prevented the accomplishment of purposes and 
a fulfillment of other promises which we had made just as solenmly as 
we bad entered into that with respect to the tariff. ;when I could say 
without hesitation that this is the best tariff bill that the Republican 
Party has ever passed, and therefore the best tariff bill that has been 
passed a± all, I do, not feel that I could have rec.onciled any other 
course to my conscience than that of signing the bill, and I think lli. 
Ta.wney feels the same way. Of course it I had vetoed the Dill I would 
have received the applause of many Republicans who may be called 
low-tariff Republicans, and who think deeply on that subject, and of all 
the Democracy.. Our friends the Democrats would have applauded, and 
then laughed in 'their sleeve at the condition in which the party would 
have been left; but, more than this, and waiving considerations of 
party, where would the country have been had the bill been vetoed or 
been lost by a vote? It would have left the question of the revision 
of the tariff open for further discussion during the next session. It 
would have suspended the settlement of all our business down to a 
known basis up.on which prosperity could proceed and investments be 
made, and it would have bdd up the coming of prosperity to this 
country certainly for a year and probably longer. These are the reasons 
why Mr. Tawney voted for the bill. These are the reasons why I 
signed it. 

But there- are additional reasons why the bill ought not to have 
been beaten. It contained provisions of the utmost importance in 
the interest of this country in dealing with foreign countries and in 
the supplying of a deficit which under the Dingley bill seemed ine~
itable. There has been a disposition in some foreign countries taking 
advantage of greater elasticity in their systems of imposing tariffs 
and of making re~ulations to exclude our products and exercise 
against us undue discrimination. Against these things we have been 
helpless, because it required an act of Congress to meet the difficulties. 
It is now propQsed, by what is called the maximum ·and minimum 
clause, to enable the President to allow to come into ogeration a. 
maximum or penalizing increase of duties over the normal or minimum 
duties whenever in bis opinion the conduct of the foreign countries 
has been unduly discriminatory against the United States. It is hoped 
that very little use may be required of this clause, bot its presence in 
the law and the power conferred up-0n the Executive, it is thought, 
will prevent in the future such undue discriminations. Certainly this 
is most important to our exporters of agricultural products and 
manufactures_ 

econd. We have imposed an excise tax opon corporations measured 
by 1 per cent upon the net income of all corporations except fraternal 
and cha-ritable corporations after exempting $5.,000. Thia~ it is 
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thought, will raise an income of twenty-six to thirty millions of 
dollars, will supply the deficit which otherwise might arise without it, 
and will bring under Federal supervision more or less all the corpora
tions of the country. The inquisitorial provisions of the act are mild 
but effective, and certainly we may look not only for a revenue but for 
some most interesting statistics and the means of obtaining supervision 
over corporate methods that has heretofore not obtained. 

Then, we have finally done justice to the Philippines. We have 
introduced free trade between the Philippines and the United States, 
and we have llmited the a.mount of sugar and the amount of tobacco 
and cigars that can be introduced from the Philippines to such a figure 
as shall greatly profit the Philippines and yet in no way disturb the 
products of the United States or interfere with those engeged in the 
tobacco or sugar Interests here. These features of the bill were most 
important, ano the question was whether they were to be sacrificed 
because the bill did not in respect to wool and woolens and in some few 
other matters meet our expectations. I do not hesitate to repeat that 
I think it would have been an unwise sacrifice of the business interests 
of the country, it would have been an unwise sacrifice of the solidarity, 
efficiency, and promise-performing power of the party, to have projected 
lnto the next session another long discussion of the tariff, and to have 
delayed or probably defeated the legislation needed in the improvement 
of our interstate commerce regulation, and in making more efficient our 
antitru t law and the prosecutions under it. Such legislation is needed 
to clinch the Roosevelt policies, by which corporations and those in 
control of them shall be limited to a lawful path and shall be Jire
vented from returning to those abuses which a recurrence of prosperity 
ts too apt to bring about unless definite, positive steps of a legislative 
character are taken to mark the lines of honest and lawful corporate 
management. 

Now, there is another provision ln the new tariff bill that I regard 
ns of the utmost importance. It is a provision which appropriates 
S75,000 for the President to employ persons to assist him in the exe
cution of the maximum and minimum tariff clause and in the admin
istration of the tariff law. Under that authority I conceive that the 
President has the right to appoint a board, as I have appointed it, 
who shall associate with themselves, and have under their control! a 
number of experts who shall address themselves, first, to the operat on 
of foreign tariffs upon the e:Kports of the United States, and then to 
the operation of the United States tariff upon imports and exports. 
There are provisions in the general tariff procedure for the ascertain
ment of the cost of production of articles abroad and the cost of pro
duction of articles here. I intend to direct the board, in the course 
of these duties and in carrying them out, in order to assist me in the 
e.dministration of the law, to make what might be called a glossary 
of the tariff, or a small encyclopedia of the tariff, or something to be 
compared to the United States Pharmacopceia with reference to 
lnformation as to drugs and medicines. I conceive that such a board 
may very properly, in the course of their duties. take up separately 
all the items of the tariff, both those on the free list and those which 
e.re dutiable, describe what they are, where they are manufactured, 
what their uses are, the methods of manufacture, the quantity of the 
manufacture, the cost of production abroad and here, and every other 
fact with_ respect to each item which would enable the Executive to 
understand the operation of the tariff, the value of the article, and 
the amount of dnty imposed, and all those details which the student 
of every tariff law finds it so difficult to discover. I do not intend, 
unless compelled or directed by Congress, to publish the result of these 
investigations, but to treat them merely as incidental facts brought 
out officially from time to time and as they may be ascertained and 
put of record in the department, there to be used when they have all 
been accumulated and are sufficiently complete to justify executive 
recommendation based on them. Now I think it is utterly useless, 
as I think it would be greatly distressing to business, to talk of another 
revision of tke tariff during the present Congress. I should think that 
it would certainly take the rest of this administration to accumulate 
the data upon which a new and proper revision of the tariff might be 
had. Ily that time the whole Republican Party can express it elf 
again in respect to the matter and bring to bear upon its Represent
atives in Congress that sort of public opinion which shall result in 
solid party action. I am glad to see that a number of those who 
thought it their duty to vote against the bill insist that they are still 
Republicans and · intend to carry on their battle in favor of lower 
duties and a lower revision within the lines of the party. That is 
their right and, in their view of things, is their duty. 

It is vastly better that they should seek action of the party than 
that they should break off from it and seek to organize another party, 
which would probably not result in accomplishing anything more than 
me1·ely defeating our party and inviting in the opposing party, which 
does not believe, or says that it does not believe, in protection. I think 
that we ought to give the present bill a chance. After it has been 
operating for two or three years we can tell much more accurately than 
we can to-day its effect upon the industries of the country and the 
necessity for any amendment in its provisions. 

I have tried to state as strongly as I can, but not more sh·ongly than 
I think the facts justify, the Importance of not disturbing the business 
Int.crests of this country by an attempt in this Congress or the next to 
make a new revision ; but meantime I intend, so far as fn me lies, to 
secure official data upon the operation of the tariff, from which, when a 
new revision ls attempted, exact facts can be secured. 

I have appointed a Tariff Board that has no brief for either side in 
respect to what the rates shall be. I hope they will make their ob
set·vations and note their data in their record with exactly the same 
impartiality and freedom from anxiety as to result with which the 
Weather Bureau records the action of the el<'ments or any scientific 
bureau of the Government records the results of its impartial investiga
tions. Certainly the experience in this tariff justifies the statement that 
no revision should hereafter be attempted in which more satisfactory 
evidence of an impartial character is not secured. 

I am sorry that I .am not able to go into further detail with respect 
to tbe tariff bill, but I have neither the infot·mation nor the time in 
which to do it. I have simply stated the case as it seemed to :llr. 
Tawney in bis vote and as it seemed to me in my signing tbe bill. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to hlr. 
TIIISTLEWOOD for 10 days, on account of sickness in family. 

WATERWAYS. 
Ur. RANSDELL of Louisiana. l\fr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to make a correction in the RECORD. In the RECORD 
of August 16, Wll, there was published a document on water-

ways as creators of prosperity. Some very valuable diagrams 
should have been attached to the document, and they are neces
sary to make it understandable. I wish to have the whole 
thing reproduced, because it does not make sense as it is at 
pre ent in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani
mous consent to print in the RECORD certain documents. 

Mr. l\IANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to any more un:mi· 
mous-consent requests to-night. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 
.ADJOURNMENT. 

Then, on motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD (at 5 o'clock and 30 min
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Friday, August 18, 1911, 
at 12 o'clock m. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
l\Ir. FOSTER of Illinois, from the Committee on Mines and 

Mining, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 
13570) to amend an act entitled "An act granting to certain em
ployees of the United States the right to receive from it com
pensation for injuries sustained in the course of their employ· 
ment," approved May 30, 1908, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 148), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

from the consideration of the following bills, which were there
upon ref erred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 12501) granting an increase of pension to 
Zebina M. Hunt; Committee on Pensions discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11607) granting a pension to Jane Williams; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit
tee on In valid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo

rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. FULL:Bm: A bill (H. R. 13770) for the erection of a 

public building at Mendota, Ill. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. -

By l\Ir. JACKSON: A bill (R. R. 13771) to erect a memorial 
to Dr. Josiah Gregg; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LITTLETON: A bill (H. R. 13772) to create an 
industrial and corporate commis ion; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 13773) granting con
structive service to certain officers of the NaYy; to the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By l\Ir. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (IL R. 13774) providing for 
the sale of the old post-office property at Providence, R. I., by 
public auction; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By l\Ir. FLOOD of Virginia: Joint resolution (IL J. Res. 156) 
to admit the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona as States 
into the Union upon an equal footing with the original States· 
to the Committee on the Territories. ' 

PRIVATE BILLS A~"D RESOLUTIO ... -s. 
Uncler clause 1 of Rule XXII, prirnte bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 
By l\Ir. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (II. R. 13775) granting 

an increase of pension to Sarah A. Redfern ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13776) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Lattig; to the Committee on Inrnlid Pensions. 

By Ur. BARTIIOLDT: A bill (H. R. 13777) for the relief 
of the heirs of Julius P. GarescM, lieutenant colonel, United 
States Army; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. n. 13778) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles R. Knox; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (II. R. 13779) granting an in
crease of pension to Benjamin F. Antrim; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. Il. 13780) granting a pension 
to Edward Domine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 13781) granting a pension to Josiah A. 
West; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a 'bill (H. R. 13782) granting -an increase -of pension to 

Rhotla M. Le Gros; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.Al o, a bill (H. R. 13783) granting a pension to George H. 

iLozon ; to the Committee on [nvalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13784) granting an increase of pension to 

Hannah .Anglin ; to the Committee on In valid Pensions. 
By l\Ir. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 13785) for the relief of the 

estate of James H. Ashby, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By l\Ir. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. il.3786) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Al o, a bill ( H. R. 13787) granting an increase of pension -to 
Ambrose U. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 13788) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua W. Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A hill (H. R. 13789) for the relief of the 
-estate of the late Thomas J. Rodman, brigadier general, United 
States Army; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13790) for the relief of the estate of the 
:late James Cooper Ayres, captain, United States Army; to the 
Committee 'On· War Claims. 

By Mr. LANGHAl\I: .A bill (H. R. 13791) granting an in
crease of pension to James W. Marshall; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 13792) . granting an in
crease of pension to Frank Church; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 13793) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary D. Sheeley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13794) granting an increase of pension to 
William Starry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: .A bill (H. R. 13795) to correct the mil:ita.ry 
record of George F. Reid and to pay his widow~ Isabella Reid, 
a pension; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 13796) granting fill increase 
of pension to Thomas D. Smith.; to the Committee 011 Jnyalid 
Pensions. 

By 1\fr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13797) granting a pension 
to William J. Clayton; to the Committee on In·rnlid Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 13798) granting a pension to 
.Mallnda Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 13799) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13800) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13801) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Wardell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By .Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 13802) for the i•elief of 
Ramon Hernandez; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J.M. C. SMITH: .A bill (H. R. 13803) granting an in
crease of pension to Cyrenous Dalley; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XX.II, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Papers to accompany a bill for ·the 
relief of the heirs of Julius P. Garesche; to the Committee -on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BORLAND: Petition of numerous residents of Kansas 
City, remonstrating against the proposed sale of land known as 
the Huron Cemetery, situated in Kansas City, Kans.; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By 1\fr. CALDER: Resolutions of the Union League Club of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing the reciprocity bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Arizona Woolgrowers' .Association, 
protesting against any proposed change in the tariff on wool and 
:meats; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of several residents of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking 
that the duty on lemons be repealed; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Petition of numerous residents of 
. Garden City, Mo., protesting against a parcels post; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Communication from 
Haverhill Central Labor Union, indorsing resolution pass.;d by 
Central Labor Union of the District of Columbia on arbitration 
treaty; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KA.RN: Papers to accompany bills for the i·elief of 
the estates of the late James Cooper Ayres and Thomas J. Rod
man ; to the Oommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of residents of Cement, Kans., 
,urging .a.Il investigation o'.f the management of the Federal. 
prison at Leavenworth, Kans.; to the Committee on Rules . 

By Mr. RAKER : Resolutions of the Alameda County (Cal) 
Pharmaceutical Association, protesting against House bill 8887 ; 
to the Oommittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TALCOTT: Petition of Rev. John L. Robinson and 
others, of Barneveld, N. Y., favoring arbitration treaties; to the 
Oommittee on Foreign Affairs. 

SENATE. 

FRIDAY, August 18, 1911 . 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings when, on request of Mr. Our.LoM and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal 
was approved. 

PUBLIC B1JILDING AT NEW A.IIB:, OHIO. 

Mr. POMERENE. I desire to move a reconsideration of the 
votes on the third r~ading and passage of the bill {H. R. 
13276) to provide for the disposal of the present Federal build
ing site at Newark, Ohio, and for the purchase of a new site 
for such building, for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
l\Ir. POMERENE. I move to amend the bill on page 2, line 1, 

by inserting the word " and " after the word " bUilding,1' so as 
to read "building and site.11 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and th-e bill to 

be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF :BLACK WARRIOR RIVER, ALA. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 1lmend
ment of the .House of RepresentatiYes to the bill (S. 943) to 
improve navigation on Black Warrior River, in the State of 
Alabama, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorliied, in his discretion, to 
change the detailed plans and specifications for the construction of 
Lock and Dam 17, on the Black Warrior River, Ala., so as to increase 
the height of the pool level over the dam crest of Lock 17 to a height 
of 63 feet above the pool level of Lock 16, so as to render unnecessary 
the building of Locks 18 and 19, as now authorized, and so as to pro
vide for the extension of slack water up the Mulberry and Locust Forks 
of the Black Warrior River to Sanders Shoals and Nichols Shoals, re
spectively, and .for the development of water power. 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of War ls hereby authorized and directed 
to have prepared such detailed pl3.lls and estimates as may be necessary 
to carry into effect the purposes of this act, and he ls further author
ized in his discretion to suspend operations during his investigations 
and to enter into supplemental agreements with the present contractors 
for Lock and Dam 17, providing for the annulment of existing contracts 
or for their modification so as to cover the work required for the con
struction of the higher lock and dam, · a.s he may deem most advan
tageous for the interests of the United States. 

SEC. 3. That should the construction of the higher da:m at site 17 be 
found advisable the a-ppropriations and authorizations heretofore made 
for the cost of locks and dams on the Black Warrior, Warrior, and Tom
bigbee Rivers, Ala., shall be available for the construction of Dam 17 and 
such locks as may be necessary to overcome the lift between the pools 
created by Dams 1G and 17. 

SEC. 4. That the SecreU.ry of War is authorized and empower-ed to 
enter into a contract with the Birmingham Water, Light & Power Co. 
(hereinafter styled u the company "), a corporation organized under the 
laws of the State of Alabama, its successors and assigns, for the pur
pose of carrying out the stipulations and performances herein men
tioned. It shall be provided in said contract that the company, its suc
cessors and assigns, shall have the right to construct, maintain, own, 
and operate, at its own cost, in connection with Dams and Locks 16 and 
17, for a period of 25 years from the time fixed in this act for comple
tion of the works herein authorized, electrical power stations a.nd other 
structures for the development of water power for industrial and other 
purposes, and for converting to its own use, benefit, and profit the 
power developed with the surplus water not needed for lockage, includ
ing the right to sell, lease, or otherwise dispose of said power : Provided, 
That the Secretary of War shall have the power to fix and regulate, 
from time to time, the rates which the said company may charge con
sumers for light, heat, and power: An<l pr<>vided, That the company 
shall furnish and deliver, free of charge to the Government, at Locks 
16 and 17, all power necessary for the lighting and operation of said 
locks and for the lighting of the Government grounds and houses situ
:rted at said locks and dams : And .provided further, That said company 
shall only sell light, heat, and power developed from said water power 
direct to the consumer. The said contract snall further provide for 
the payment by the company to the Government of an annual rental 
for its use of the water power developed at Dams 16 and 17. For a 
period of 20 years the rental shall be at the rate of not less than $1 
per annum per horsepower developed, which rate shall be subject to be 
changed and fixed in his discretion by the Secretary of War at the end 
of that period and thereafter at the end of every 10-year period. Pay
ment for the power developed at each dam shall begin one year after 
the locks and dam at 17 shall have been completed. Beginning with the 
year 1920, the minimum rental to be paid to the Government by the 
company shall be on the basis of 15,000 horsepower. Tbe company shall 
have ingress and egress o-ver Government lands for the construction and 
operation o1 its plants ,and works and the right to use Governmeni 


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-10-12T11:46:11-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




